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April 15, 2022


Mr. Brett Fulgoni


Interim Director of Public Works


110 S. Pine Street, Suite 101


Santa Maria, CA 93458


Subject: Support for the City of Santa Maria to Pursue Active Transportation Program – Cycle 6
Funding


Dear Mr. Fulgoni:


Fairlawn Elementary supports the City of Santa Maria Public Works Department in its pursuit of an Active


Transportation Program Grant to construct a bicycle and pedestrian improvement project that targets an


important east-west corridor for non-motorized travel for all users, and specifically improves travel for


students atFairlawn Elementary School that walk or bike on this route.


We understand that the objective of this improvement project is to improve the pedestrian and bicycle


network for all users, improve driver yielding rates at crosswalks, and reduce vehicular speeds. The


project will retrofit or install curb ramps, perform road diets, install curb extensions, and rectangular


rapid flashing beacons (RRFBs) along this route to provide equitable and more convenient access to all


residents that may use these facilities.


Fairlawn Elementary commits to advocating for Safe Routes to School, and we support the City’s effort to


pursue funding to construct this Active Transportation project.


Sincerely,


Andrea Alvarez


Principal


Fairlawn Elementary School


(805)361-7506
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Detailed Project Estimate and Total Project Costs- Cycle 6 
Important: Read the Instructions in the first sheet (tab) before entering data.     Do not enter data in shaded fields (with formulas).


Project Information:
Agency: Date:


Project Description:


Project Location:


Licensed Engineer in responsible charge of preparing or reviewing this PSR-Equivalent Cost Estimate: License #: 91291


Project Estimate and Cost Breakdown:
Cost Breakdown


Project Estimate (for Construction Items Only) ATP Eligible ATP Ineligible  Corps/CCC 


Costs/Items Costs/Items to construct


Item 


No.
Item Quantity Units Unit Cost


Total


Item Cost
% $ % $ % $


General Overhead-Related Construction Items


1 1 LS $275,000.00 $275,000 100% $275,000 0% $0 $0


2 1 LS $275,000.00 $275,000 100% $275,000 0% $0 $0


3 1 LS $40,000.00 $40,000 100% $40,000 0% $0 $0


4 1 LS $10,000.00 $10,000 100% $10,000 0% $0 $0


5 1 LS $45,000.00 $45,000 100% $45,000 0% $0 $0


6 LS $0 $0 100% $0 $0


7 LS $0 $0 100% $0 $0


8 LS $0 $0 100% $0 $0


9 LS $0 $0 100% $0 $0


10 LS $0 $0 100% $0 $0


General Construction Items


11 362 CY $1,150.00 $416,300 100% $416,300 0% $0 $0


12 Roadside Sign-One Post 141 EA $460.00 $64,860 100% $64,860 0% $0 $0


13 Thermoplastic Traffic Stripe 60000 LF $2.00 $120,000 100% $120,000 0% $0 $0


14 Thermoplastic Pavement Marking 30000 SQFT $6.00 $180,000 100% $180,000 0% $0 $0


15 Remove Thermoplastic Traffic Stripe 18000 LF $1.00 $18,000 100% $18,000 0% $0 $0


16 Remove Thermoplastic Pavement Marking 3600 SQFT $2.50 $9,000 100% $9,000 0% $0 $0


17 Pavement Marking (Green Paint) 1650 SQFT $6.00 $9,900 100% $9,900 0% $0 $0


18 RRFB 32 EA $35,000.00 $1,120,000 100% $1,120,000 0% $0 $0


19 Bollards 60 EA $150.00 $9,000 100% $9,000 0% $0 $0


20 Class I Path 41000 SQFT $15.00 $615,000 100% $615,000 0% $0 $0


21 Class I Path Shoulder 17000 SQFT $8.00 $136,000 100% $136,000 0% $0 $0


22 Minor Concrete (Sidewalk) 1600 SQFT $15.00 $24,000 100% $24,000 0% $0 $0


23 Slurry Seal 973300 SQFT $0.50 $486,650 100% $486,650 0% $0 $0


24 Clearing and Grubbing 1 LS $15,000.00 $15,000 100% $15,000 0% $0 $0


25 Reconstruct Drainage Facility 1 LS $150,000.00 $150,000 100% $150,000 0% $0 $0


26 Remove Concrete 1 LS $100,000.00 $100,000 100% $100,000 0% $0 $0


27 Construction Area Signs 1 LS $34,500.00 $34,500 100% $34,500 0% $0 $0


28 Roadway Excavation 2700 CY $35.00 $94,500 100% $94,500 0% $0 $0


29 Erosion Control 1 LS $60,000.00 $60,000 $0 100% $60,000 $0


30 $0 $0 100% $0 $0


31 $0 $0 100% $0 $0


32 $0 $0 100% $0 $0


33 $0 $0 100% $0 $0


34 $0 $0 100% $0 $0


35 $0 $0 100% $0 $0


36 $0 $0 100% $0 $0


37 $0 $0 100% $0 $0


38 $0 $0 100% $0 $0


39 $0 $0 100% $0 $0


40 $0 $0 100% $0 $0


41 $0 $0 100% $0 $0


42 $0 $0 100% $0 $0


43 $0 $0 100% $0 $0


44 $0 $0 100% $0 $0


45 $0 $0 100% $0 $0


46 $0 $0 100% $0 $0


47 $0 $0 100% $0 $0


48 $0 $0 100% $0 $0


49 $0 $0 100% $0 $0


50 $0 $0 100% $0 $0


51 $0 $0 100% $0 $0


52 $0 $0 100% $0 $0


Subtotal of Construction Items: $4,307,710 $4,247,710 $60,000 $0


Construction Item Contingencies (% of Construction Items): 40.00% $1,723,084 $1,699,084 $24,000


Total (Construction Items & Contingencies) cost: $6,030,794 $5,946,794 $84,000


Project Delivery Costs:
Type of Project Cost Cost $


Preliminary Engineering (PE) ATP Eligible Costs Non-participating Costs


Environmental Studies and Permits(PA&ED): $493,036 $6,964


Plans, Specifications and Estimates (PS&E): $493,036 $6,964 "PE" costs / "CON" costs


City of Santa Maria 6/15/2022


Active Santa Maria Safe Routes to School Corridor Improvements


Fesler St Blosser Rd-Bradley Rd; Bradley Rd Fesler St-Main St & Jones St-Stowell Rd; Jones St  College Ave-Suey Rd.


Mark Mueller


Minor Concrete (Curbs and Curb Ramps)


Mobilization


Traffic Control


Stormwater Protection Plan


Lead Compliance


Traffic Management Plan


500,000$                                                 


500,000$                                                 


6/15/2022 1 of 2







Detailed Project Estimate and Total Project Costs- Cycle 6 
Important: Read the Instructions in the first sheet (tab) before entering data.     Do not enter data in shaded fields (with formulas).


Project Information:
Agency: Date:


Project Description:


Project Location:


Licensed Engineer in responsible charge of preparing or reviewing this PSR-Equivalent Cost Estimate: License #: 91291


City of Santa Maria 6/15/2022


Active Santa Maria Safe Routes to School Corridor Improvements


Fesler St Blosser Rd-Bradley Rd; Bradley Rd Fesler St-Main St & Jones St-Stowell Rd; Jones St  College Ave-Suey Rd.


Mark Mueller


Total PE: 1,000,000$        $986,071 $13,929 17% 25% Max


Right of Way (RW)


Right of Way Engineering: $98,607 $1,393


Acquisitions and Utilities: $493,036 $6,964


Total RW: 600,000$           $591,643 $8,357


Total Pre-Construction Costs (PE+RW): $1,600,000 $1,577,714 $22,286


Construction Engineering (CE) "CE" costs / "CON" costs


Construction Engineering (CE): $493,036 $6,964 8% 15% Max 


Total Construction Costs: $6,530,794 $6,439,830 $90,964


ATP Eligible Costs Non-participating Costs


Total Project Cost: $8,017,544 $113,250


Documentation of Ineligible (Non-Participating) Costs:


The Engineer's logic and/or calculations for splitting costs between ATP-Eligible and Non-participating costs must be documented in this section of the Estimate form. 


Separate logic is required for each item  which is partly ineligible for ATP funding or is required for the construction of an ineligible item/element of the project.
Item #: Description of Engineer's Logic:       (See examples shown in the Instructions)


100,000$                                                 


500,000$                                                 


$8,130,794


500,000$                                                 


6/15/2022 2 of 2
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April 15, 2022


Mr. Brett Fulgoni


Interim Director of Public Works


110 S. Pine Street, Suite 101


Santa Maria, CA  93458


Subject: Support for the City of Santa Maria to Pursue Active Transportation Program – Cycle 6 Funding


Dear Mr. Fulgoni:


Fesler Junior High School supports the City of Santa Maria Public Works Department in its pursuit of an Active


Transportation Program Grant to construct a bicycle and pedestrian improvement project that targets an


important east-west corridor for non-motorized travel for all users, and specifically improves travel for students


at Fesler that walk or bike on this route.


We understand that the objective of this improvement project is to improve the pedestrian and bicycle network


for all users, improve driver yielding rates at crosswalks, and reduce vehicular speeds. The project will retrofit or


install curb ramps, perform road diets, install curb extensions, and rectangular rapid flashing beacons (RRFBs)


along this route to provide equitable and more convenient access to all residents that may use these facilities.


Fesler Jr. High commits to advocating for Safe Routes to School, and we support the City’s effort to pursue


funding to construct this Active Transportation project.


Sincerely,


Mar� J. Palmersto�


Mr. Mark Palmerston, Ed.D.


Principal | Fesler Junior High


1100 E. Fesler Street, Santa Maria, CA 93454


Phone 805-361-7880 | Fax 805-346-1849
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Mark Mueller


From: Active Transportation Program <inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org>
Sent: Tuesday, June 14, 2022 12:11 PM
To: Mark Mueller
Subject: Re: ATP California Association of Local Conservation Corps Consultation Document


*** EXTERNAL EMAIL: Please use caution when opening links or attachments.*** 


Hello Mark, 
 
Thank you for reaching out to the Local Conservation Corps, LCC. Unfortunately, the LCC is unable to assist 
with this project. Please include this email with your application as proof that you reached out to the Local 
Conservation Corps. 
  
Thank you, 
  
 
On Fri, May 27, 2022 at 3:33 PM Mark Mueller <mmueller@cityofsantamaria.org> wrote: 


Hello, 


  


My name is Mark Mueller, and I’m with the City of Santa Maria Public Works Department. We’re applying for the ATP 
Cycle 6 Grant application. Please see the attached and let me know if the Corps is able to participate in the project in 
any capacity. The preliminary project plans are being updated to include more work directly tied to the schools, but 
generally reflect the scope of the project (curb ramp replacements, RRFB installations, striping, asphalt, slurry sealing, 
etc.). If I can clarify any of that, please give me a call.  


  


Thank you and have a great Memorial Day Weekend! 


Mark Mueller, PE 


Principal Civil Engineer 


City of Santa Maria 


110 S. Pine Street, Suite 221 


Santa Maria, CA 93458 


(805)925-0951 ext. 1667 
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--  
 
Erika Romero | Program Associate 
Environmental & Energy Consulting 
1121 L Street, Suite 309 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
916-426-9170 ext. 701  
916-720-0331 Direct Fax 
inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org 
 
Notice: This electronic message, any attachments, or images is for the sole use of the intended recipient(s) and 
may contain confidential and privileged information. Any unauthorized review, use, disclosure or distribution 
of this message is prohibited and may be against the law. If you are not the intended recipient, please notify us 
by telephone at (916) 426-9170 or by replying to the original email, and destroy all copies (electronic and print) 
of the original message. 
 
 








04/18/2022 TIMS - Transportation Injury Mapping System


https://tims.berkeley.edu/tools/atp/ 1/6


ATP Maps & Summary Data
The tool is designed to support the California Active Transportation Program
(ATP), as well as active transportation users and practitioners throughout
California. The tool utilizes interactive crash maps to allow users to track and
document pedestrian and bicycle crashes and generate data summaries within
specified project and/or community limits.


Step 1: Select a County/City, Bike/Ped, Severity, and Years


County: Santa Barbara


City: Santa Maria


Include 1 mile buffer outside of selected County/City: No


Include State Highway Related Crashes: Yes


Involved With: Pedestrian and Bicycle


Crash Severity: Fatal, Severe Injury, Other Visible Injury, and Complaint of Pain


Year: 2015 - 2019


Crash Summary for initial parameters defined above:


Number of Crashes by Crash Severity


Involved With Fatal Severe Injury Visible Injury Complaint of Pain Total


Bicycle 3 10 50 83 146


Pedestrian 3 38 59 78 178







04/18/2022 TIMS - Transportation Injury Mapping System


https://tims.berkeley.edu/tools/atp/ 2/6


County/City Heat Map:


Step 2: Identify your project area to develop a more localized Community
 Heat Map
Select the size of your proposed project limits: Less than 3 miles across.


The heat map
intensity scale is
constant
throughout the
state.
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Community Heat Map:


Step 3: Draw the project boundaries to get detailed crash data
 summaries and map


The heat map intensity scale is
custom generated for the
selected community.
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Project Area Crash Map: 32 total crashes.


Step 4: Review the project-specific crash map
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Step 5: Review the crash summary data, graphs and tables provided.


Summary Results


Involved With Fatal Severe Injury Visible Injury Complaint of Pain Total


Bicycle 0 2 6 12 20


Pedestrian 0 2 6 5 13







Crash List


CASE ID Date Time Primary Rd Secondary Rd Dist & Dir
from Int. 


Bike Ped Killed Injured 


6801956 01/16/2015 17:09 Western Av Main 1500 ft North Yes No 0 1


6828955 01/23/2015 09:00 Miller Main 160 ft North Yes No 0 1


6920003 04/28/2015 19:52 Main Town Center Dr At Int Yes No 0 1


6986774 06/27/2015 01:02 Broadway Main 4 ft North Yes No 0 1


7014150 07/03/2015 12:58 Broadway Main At Int No Yes 0 1


7097689 08/11/2015 20:39 Main Pine At Int No Yes 0 1


7044002 08/26/2015 13:14 Main Lincoln At Int Yes No 0 1


7167999 01/06/2016 09:41 Bradley Rd Main At Int Yes No 0 1


8018562 04/07/2016 13:44 Main St Ranch St At Int No Yes 0 1


8191357 12/09/2016 17:10 Main St Concepcion Av At Int No Yes 0 1


8283308 12/26/2016 13:08 Main St Miller St At Int Yes Yes 0 1


8283316 12/28/2016 10:39 Concepcion Av Main St 227 ft North Yes No 0 1


8294773 01/23/2017 15:30 Main St Depot St 7 ft East No Yes 0 1


8341428 03/22/2017 13:00 Main St Pine St At Int Yes No 0 1


8393190 05/11/2017 11:47 Western Av Main St 627 ft North No Yes 0 1


8387051 06/04/2017 14:29 Main St Western Av 99 ft West Yes No 0 1


8413058 07/12/2017 19:11 Main St Depot St At Int No Yes 0 1


8420751 07/19/2017 22:30 Main St Broadway At Int Yes No 0 1


8455591 09/15/2017 07:51 Main St Thornburg St At Int No Yes 0 1


8480531 10/20/2017 20:24 Main St Pine St 100 ft West No Yes 0 1


8506558 11/08/2017 17:17 Main St Miller St At Int No Yes 0 1


8533735 12/22/2017 19:34 Main St Elizabeth St E At Int No Yes 0 1


8552450 01/19/2018 11:24 Railroad Av Main St 60 ft South Yes No 0 1


8560107 02/03/2018 19:46 Main St Miller St At Int Yes No 0 1


8566671 02/21/2018 11:52 Broadway Main St 50 ft South Yes No 0 1


8635208 05/21/2018 17:55 Broadway Main St 160 ft North Yes No 0 1


8660483 06/21/2018 14:56 Main St Elizabeth St E At Int Yes No 0 1


8689069 08/13/2018 08:48 Main St Lincoln St At Int Yes No 0 1


8703352 10/13/2018 17:45 Blosser Rd Main St 365 ft North Yes No 0 1


8760147 11/14/2018 14:33 Main St Benwiley Av At Int Yes No 0 1


8816802 02/27/2019 18:44 Main St Pine St 190 ft West No Yes 0 1


8949952 09/13/2019 17:02 Main St Benwley Av At Int Yes No 0 1


04/18/2022 TIMS - Transportation Injury Mapping System
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B2 New Routes and Gap Closure Map


A Class I Path creates a
new route connecting
residential neighborhoods
to schools and destinations
west of Highway 101


88% of students from all
schools benefitting from
the project are eligible
for free and reduced price
meals.
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ATP Cycle 6 - Proposed Crossing Improvements


Existing Bicycle Facilities
Class I


Class II


Class II - Buffered


Class III


Class IV


Multi-Purpose Trail


Park Facilities


School Sites
Allan Hancock College


Alvin Elementary School


El Camino Junior High School


Fairlawn Elementary School


Fesler Junior High


Robert Bruce School


High-Density Residential


Low-Income Housing


Commercial Centers


City Limits


ATP Cycle 6 - Proposed
Proposed Class I Bike Path


Proposed Class II Bike Lane


Proposed Class III Bike Route


Proposed Class IV Bike Lane


Proposed Road Diet, Buffered Class II Bike Lane


On-Street bikeways on
Fesler Street create a new
route, offering a parallel
alternative to stressful Main
Street (SR -166)


New buffered bicycle lanes
close a gap between
existing facilities on Bradley
Road


New Class IV facilities
improve access to El
Camino Junior High,
Veteran's Memorial Park
and Plaza, and newly
constructed Chapel Plaza
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Community Engagement 


Gathering information through public outreach and engagement activities is critical to document key issues and identify 


needs that may not otherwise be present in data. The development of the Santa Maria ATP included a number of 


community engagement activities designed to share information and gather input from a wide variety of residents to help 


formulate the recommendations and implementation strategy. This chapter presents a summary of these activities along 


with key feedback themes gathered from the community. 


Project Website 
A page was developed and added to the City’s website to share information about the Santa Maria ATP. It was also used 


as a means to post updates about upcoming engagement events, provide feedback and comments, and allow members 


of the community to download and review draft documents. 
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Stakeholder Advisory Group 
A Stakeholder Advisory Group (SAG) was comprised of representatives from local bicycle and pedestrian advocacy 


groups, community organizations, local school districts and higher education, local businesses, and agency partners.  


Those invited to participate in the SAG included: 


Santa Barbara Bicycle Coalition 


Allan Hancock College  


Bici Centro Santa Maria  


Boys & Girls Club 


Caltrans District 5 


Central Coast Alliance United for a Sustainable Economy (CAUSE) 


City of Guadalupe 


City of Santa Maria 


Coalition for Sustainable Transportation (COAST)  


Colvento Cycling 


County of Santa Barbara 


Dignity Health/Marian Medical Center 


Economic Alliance of North Santa Barbara 


Rotary Club (Morning Club and Lunch Club) 


Santa Barbara Bicycle Coalition 


Santa Barbara County Action Network 


Santa Barbara County Association of Governments, Traffic Solutions 


Santa Barbara Trails Council 


Santa Maria Airport 


Santa Maria Bonita School District 


Santa Maria Fairpark 


Santa Maria Joint Union High School District 


Santa Maria Planning Commission 


Santa Maria Recreation & Parks Commission 


Sierra Club, Los Padres Chapter 


Tailwinds Bicycle Club 


YMCA 


The group served as an important advisory body throughout development of the ATP. The SAG generated input and ideas 


from a wide variety of perspectives and helped reach community members who may not otherwise have been engaged. 


In addition to providing general guidance, the SAG assisted with the following activities throughout the course of the 


project: 


 Promote outreach events and increase community awareness of the ATP 


 Connect the project team with community groups and members 


 Provide insight into bicycle and transportation needs, constraints, and opportunities 


The following is a summary of meetings that were held by the SAG. 
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Meeting #1 


The first meeting of the SAG was held March 4, 2019 to review the ATP goals and discuss a community engagement 


strategy. Representatives on the SAG provided valuable input on outreach opportunities to engage a broad set of Santa 


Maria residents, including engagement of Spanish-speaking members of the community. 


Meeting #2 


The second SAG meeting was held on April 29, 2019. Topics discussed at the meeting included coordination with the 


Caltrans District 5 Active Transportation Plan effort, an update on community outreach activities conducted, and a review 


of completed analyses including collisions, LTS, and points of interest. 


Meeting #3 


A third SAG meeting was conducted via teleconference on April 20, 2020 due to shelter-in-place orders related to the 


global COVID-19 pandemic. The project team provided an update on progress made since the last SAG meeting, and 


shared draft infrastructure recommendations with the group for discussion. 
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Community Survey 
A community survey was developed to capture stakeholder information on key topics related to active transportation. 


The survey was then used to gather consistent information across multiple outreach events and was also available on 


the project website. Respondents could choose to complete the survey in either English or Spanish. A total of 351 


responses to the survey were received. Results are reported in this section. Many participants did not answer all 


questions in the survey, so the total number of responses for each question may be less than 351. 


Survey Respondents 


Nearly two-thirds of the survey respondents identify as female, at 63 percent. Males make up 36 percent of respondents, 


and the remaining one percent declined to answer. 


People between the ages of 25 and 34 made up the largest group of respondents, as shown in Figure 11. 


The overwhelming majority of respondents identify as Hispanic, Latinx, or of Spanish origin, as shown in Figure 12. This 


correlates with the majority of surveys being completed in Spanish—more than two-thirds of responses received were in 


Spanish. 


Figure 11: Age of Survey Respondents 


 


Figure 12: Race and Ethnicity of Survey Respondents 
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Among the 20 respondents who reported they use an assistive mobility device, five reported use of a wheelchair or 


mobility scooter, four a walker or crutches, one a service dog, one a sighted guide, and nine reported that they use some 


other assistive device. 


Respondent homes and workplaces are fairly evenly distributed throughout the city, as shown in Figure 13, including 35 


respondents who said they live outside Santa Maria and 74 people who work outside the city. 


Figure 13: Where Survey Respondents Live and Work 


 


Mode of Transportation 


Respondents were asked to rank modes of transportation based on the frequency of use. The most common modes of 


transportation used by survey respondents are walking and driving alone, as shown in Figure 14. These two modes of 


transportation were ranked as the most common mode by 296 respondents, or 84 percent. 


Figure 14: Most Commonly Used Mode of Transportation by Survey Respondents 
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For survey respondents with school-age children, more than 50 percent reported their child does not walk or bicycle to 


school. More than 25 percent reported their child walks or bicycles every day, and 19 percent reported their child walks or 


bicycles occasionally. Respondents who said their child does not currently walk or bicycle to school indicated that 


distance to school and intersections and crossings were the most common concerns, as shown in Figure 15. 


Figure 15: Parent Concerns about Children Walking to School 


 


Walking 


About 48 percent of survey respondents reported they walk directly from home to another destination four or more days 


per week, and ten percent said they never walk to a destination from home. School and shopping were the most 


commonly reported destinations, followed by recreation, as shown in Figure 16. 


Figure 16: Walking Destinations of Survey Respondents 
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Figure 17 shows reasons that survey respondents choose not to walk. Concerns about speed and volume of traffic, 


drivers not stopping or yielding to people crossing the street, and travel distance were commonly cited. 


Figure 17: Barriers to Walking More Often for Survey Respondents 
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Bicycling 


Nearly 66 percent of survey respondents said they never ride a bicycle, and just eight percent said they bicycle daily. 


Recreation was overwhelmingly the most common purpose reported for bicycling trips, shown in Figure 18. 


Figure 18: Bicycling Destinations of Survey Respondents 


 


Survey respondents were also asked about their comfort level bicycling in various roadway scenarios. About 30 percent 


of respondents said they do not currently bicycle and do not plan to. An additional 17 percent reported they do not 


currently bicycle but that they would be interested if conditions were right. 


When asked to self-identify as one of the four types of bicyclists (see discussion of Level of Traffic Stress), about 33 


percent of respondents said they are “Interested but Concerned.” For these bicyclists, providing adequate separation 


from vehicle traffic is critical. Just 17 percent of respondents said they are “Strong and Fearless,” making them likely to 


be comfortable bicycling on busy roads whether or not a dedicated bicycle facility is present. 


Figure 19 shows the reasons that survey respondents choose not to bicycle. Concerns about traffic, personal safety, 


access to a bicycle, and discomfort bicycling in the street were commonly cited. More than half of survey respondents 


said they feel the current bikeway network in Santa Maria is poor. 


Figure 19: Barriers to Bicycling More Often for Survey Respondents 
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Areas to be Improved 


The survey included one open-ended question that invited respondents to write in locations or ideas to improve bicycling 


and walking in Santa Maria. Key themes from this feedback included: 


 Locations: Blosser Road, Broadway, College Street, Main Street, and Miller Street were identified as community 


priorities for improvements 


 Safety: Emphasize safety for children near schools 


 Speed: Reduce traffic speeds 


 Lighting: Install lighting on streets and in parks 


 Visibility: Improve yielding and visibility at intersections and midblock crossings 


Pop-Up Events 
Pop-up events expand engagement with the community by “meeting people where they are,” and making it more 


convenient for them to provide input. Four pop-up events were held in both English and Spanish, with an emphasis on 


reaching communities that may traditionally have been unlikely to participate in City planning efforts. 


Open Streets Santa Maria 


Members of the project team had a booth at the six-hour open streets event on March 31, 2019. The booth and the event 


engaged thousands of attendees. Over 130 survey responses in English and Spanish were collected from event 


attendees. 
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Community Services Fair 


On August 15, 2019, the project team attended a food distribution and community services event hosted at the Veteran’s 


Memorial Community Center in Santa Maria. Santa Barbara County Public Health also attended to provide general public 


health outreach and resources to the community. 


Volunteers with Promotores de Salud, a community group in Santa Barbara County that works to support health and 


wellness in the Latino community, helped discuss the project with attendees at the event and distributed project surveys. 


Most attendees at the event were women with children, and primarily spoke Spanish. The project team spoke with 


dozens of clients at the event, and collected more than 50 surveys. Feedback primarily focused on bicyclist safety and 


concerns about children bicycling or walking in the community. 


Bicycle Tour 


A community bicycle tour was hosted by the project team in partnership with the SAG on December 6, 2019. The tour 


followed a loop approximately 2.5 miles long, beginning and ending at Main Street Cycles. The tour included discussion 


of typical challenges and opportunities facing bicyclists in Santa Maria, including: 


 Opportunities to add on-street bicycle lanes where road width can accommodate 


 Challenges with sight lines 


 Lack of marked crosswalks 


 Challenges making left turns across multi-lane streets 


 Need for education in the community about different types of bicycle facilities 


Community Meetings 
Two public community meetings were held to gather community input and feedback at key project phases. 


Community Workshop #1 – Open House 


The first community open house shared existing conditions analyses and gathered input from residents on needs and 


opportunities to improve active transportation. The workshop included a brief presentation followed by time for 


attendees to view displays with existing conditions and preliminary analyses results. Participants provided input on areas 


of the city where they would like to see improvements and discussed the concept of the ATP with the project team. 


Public comments gathered at the open house related to bicycling, walking, and parking are mapped in Figure 20. 


Community Workshop #2 – Virtual Town Hall 


Due to the impact of COVID on the ability to meet publicly, a virtual, Town Hall-style meeting occurred on Wednesday 


September 30, 2020 to review the draft plan and take comments. During this meeting, the project team presented an 


overview of the project and planning process leading up to the public release of the Draft Plan. The meeting included a 


moderated presentation where participants could submit questions via chat. Fourteen individuals attended the Town 


Hall, and several questions were submitted. Town Hall meeting participants were prompted to submit feedback during 


the meeting, or through a feedback form in the Draft Plan section of the website. The Draft Plan was released for public 


review on September 18, 2020 on the Active Santa Maria project website. The Draft Plan review period remained open 


until October 31, 2020.  
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ATP Maps & Summary Data
The tool is designed to support the California Active Transportation Program
(ATP), as well as active transportation users and practitioners throughout
California. The tool utilizes interactive crash maps to allow users to track and
document pedestrian and bicycle crashes and generate data summaries within
specified project and/or community limits.


Step 1: Select a County/City, Bike/Ped, Severity, and Years


County: Santa Barbara


City: Santa Maria


Include 1 mile buffer outside of selected County/City: No


Include State Highway Related Crashes: Yes


Involved With: Pedestrian and Bicycle


Crash Severity: Fatal, Severe Injury, Other Visible Injury, and Complaint of Pain


Year: 2015 - 2019


Crash Summary for initial parameters defined above:


Number of Crashes by Crash Severity


Involved With Fatal Severe Injury Visible Injury Complaint of Pain Total


Bicycle 3 10 50 83 146


Pedestrian 3 38 59 78 178
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County/City Heat Map:


Step 2: Identify your project area to develop a more localized Community
 Heat Map
Select the size of your proposed project limits: Less than 3 miles across.


The heat map
intensity scale is
constant
throughout the
state.
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Community Heat Map:


Step 3: Draw the project boundaries to get detailed crash data
 summaries and map


The heat map intensity scale is
custom generated for the
selected community.
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Project Area Crash Map: 31 total crashes.


Step 4: Review the project-specific crash map
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Step 5: Review the crash summary data, graphs and tables provided.


Summary Results


Involved With Fatal Severe Injury Visible Injury Complaint of Pain Total


Bicycle 0 1 4 8 13


Pedestrian 0 4 8 6 18







Crash List


CASE ID Date Time Primary Rd Secondary Rd Dist & Dir
from Int. 


Bike Ped Killed Injured 


6799330 01/23/2015 19:59 Pine Mill 107 ft South No Yes 0 1


7004878 06/15/2015 06:11 Fesler Curryer At Int No Yes 0 1


7004878 06/15/2015 06:11 Fesler Curryer At Int No Yes 0 1


7001164 07/14/2015 05:19 College Dr Fesler At Int Yes No 0 1


7030826 07/27/2015 08:31 Miller Fesler At Int Yes No 0 1


7097689 08/11/2015 20:39 Main Pine At Int No Yes 0 1


7096772 09/10/2015 20:30 Stowell Rd Bradley Rd At Int Yes No 0 1


7079503 09/17/2015 07:49 Fesler Curryer At Int No Yes 0 1


7079503 09/17/2015 07:49 Fesler Curryer At Int No Yes 0 1


7114409 10/18/2015 10:51 Fesler Broadway At Int Yes No 0 1


7178375 01/29/2016 18:18 Broadway Fesler At Int Yes No 0 1


8018699 04/16/2016 12:19 Fesler St Benwiley Av 60 ft West No Yes 0 1


8060536 05/12/2016 16:02 Bradley Rd Stowell Rd 150 ft North Yes No 0 1


8332838 03/20/2017 07:49 El Camino St Pine St At Int No Yes 0 1


8341428 03/22/2017 13:00 Main St Pine St At Int Yes No 0 1


8412687 08/15/2017 07:18 Fesler St Miller St At Int Yes No 0 1


8452193 09/01/2017 12:45 Fesler St Smith St At Int Yes No 0 1


8480531 10/20/2017 20:24 Main St Pine St 100 ft West No Yes 0 1


8496248 11/13/2017 17:44 Sierra Madre Av Bradley Rd At Int No Yes 0 1


8583684 03/22/2018 09:41 Benwiley Av Fesler St At Int Yes No 0 1


8595458 03/26/2018 08:02 Fesler St Pine St At Int No Yes 0 1


8595458 03/26/2018 08:02 Fesler St Pine St At Int No Yes 0 1


8609114 04/02/2018 13:41 West Fesler St North Railroad Av At Int Yes No 0 1


8671914 06/21/2018 11:47 Fesler St Concepcion Av At Int Yes No 0 1


8671448 07/16/2018 21:01 Jones St Bradley Rd At Int No Yes 0 1


8671448 07/16/2018 21:01 Jones St Bradley Rd At Int No Yes 0 1


8691930 08/23/2018 05:55 Railroad Av El Camino St 70 ft North No Yes 0 1


8712575 09/26/2018 20:50 E Tunnell St Vine St At Int No Yes 0 1


8740032 10/28/2018 16:00 Alvin Av Curryer St At Int Yes No 0 1


9010167 11/22/2019 07:39 Curryer St El Camino St At Int No Yes 0 1


9010167 11/22/2019 07:39 Curryer St El Camino St At Int No Yes 0 1


06/14/2022 TIMS - Transportation Injury Mapping System


https://tims.berkeley.edu/tools/atp/ 6/6








City of Santa Maria, CA 


ADOPTED BUDGET 
For Fiscal Years 2020-22 


_____________________________________________ 
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CAPITAL PROJECTS
2020-21 2021-22 2022-23 2023-24


CAPITAL PROJECTS


SUMMARY OF CAPITAL AND MAINTENANCE PROJECTS
Total Project 


Funding


Funding to be Appropriated  Funding to be Appropriated 


Gas Tax and Transportation Development Act Fund 6,423                              25,658                   32,081                        


Developer / Grant Street Projects 49,577                            198,042                 247,619                      


Project Total 56,000                            223,700                 - -                            -                            279,700                      


Growth Mitigation Fund 300,000                          300,000                      


Developer / Grant Street Projects 150,000                 150,000                      


Gas Tax and Transportation Development Act Fund 15,000                   15,000                        


Project Total -                                     -                            - -                            165,000                 165,000                      


Measure A 150,000                 150,000                      


Gas Tax and Transportation Development Act Fund 221,000                          87,000                   87,000                   87,000                   482,000                      


Gas Tax and Transportation Development Act Fund 153,600                          153,600                 307,200                      


Gas Tax and Transportation Development Act Fund 100,000                          100,000                 100,000                 100,000                 400,000                      


Gas Tax and Transportation Development Act Fund 125,000                          125,000                      


Developer / Grant Street Projects 287,500                          287,500                      


Growth Mitigation Fund 117,493                          680,000                 797,493                      


Project Total 529,993                          680,000                 - -                            -                            1,209,993                   


Gas Tax and Transportation Development Act Fund 80,000                            80,000                        


Gas Tax and Transportation Development Act Fund 25,000                            25,000                        


Developer / Grant Street Projects 114,710                          114,710                      


Project Total 139,710                          -                            - -                            -                            139,710                      


DOWNTOWN STREETSCAPE CATALYST


PROJECT Implementation of the conceptual
design of pedestrian enhancements of the
Downtown Multi-modal Streetscape Plan. 


BRIDGE PREVENTATIVE MAINTENANCE


Implement Phase 2 of the Bridge Preventative
Maintenance Program which includes design
and construction of the top priority repairs
identified through Phase 1.


ANNUAL BIKEWAY AND MULTI-PURPOSE


TRAIL PROJECTS Implement bikeway and
multi-purpose trail improvements identified by
the Bikeway Master Plan and other stake-
holder requests.


TRAFFIC SIGNAL DESIGN AND


CONSTRUCTION Design and construction of
four traffic signals to meet legal or policy
mandate(s), acceptable health and safety
standards, and to maintain existing service
levels.


SCHOOL CROSSWALK IMPROVEMENT


Improvements to school crosswalks needed to
meet ADA access and visibility standards, to
meet acceptable health and safety standards,
and to maintain existing service levels.


TRAFFIC SIGNAL CONNECTIVITY


Connection of traffic signals to the fiber optic
ring to allow for connectivity and remote
monitoring.


ROUNDABOUT SIGNAGE IMPROVEMENT


Improvements to existing signage in the
Bradley Square roundabout to ensure
continued compliance.


TRAFFIC SIGNAL UPGRADE PROJECT


Replacement of traffic signal battery back-up
systems.


TRAFFIC SIGNAL MAINTENANCE


PROGRAM Purchase of materials, supplies,
tools, and equipment to conduct maintenance
and repair of the City's traffic signal equipment.


COLLEGE DRIVE LANDSCAPING To 
complete the landscaping in the center median
and west-side parkway along College Drive.
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Mark Mueller


From: ATP@CCC <ATP@CCC.CA.GOV>
Sent: Thursday, June 2, 2022 3:15 PM
To: Mark Mueller
Subject: RE: ATP California Conservation Corps Consultation Documents


*** EXTERNAL EMAIL: Please use caution when opening links or attachments.*** 


Hi Mark, 
 
Thank you for reaching out to the California Conservation Corps. Mike Anderson, the district director from our 
CCC Santa Maria Center has indicated that it’s not feasible for the CCC to assist with this project. Please 
include this email with your application. 
 
Best Regards, 


ANTHONY PHAM 
Local Corps Grant Coordinator, Bonds & Grants Unit 
Emergency and Environmental Programs 
Pronouns: He/Him/His 
 
1719 24th Street 
Sacramento, CA 95816 
 
P: (916) 341-3231    
 
Anthony.Pham@ccc.ca.gov 
ccc.ca.gov 
 


 
 


From: Mark Mueller <mmueller@cityofsantamaria.org>  
Sent: Friday, May 27, 2022 3:33 PM 
To: ATP@CCC <ATP@CCC.CA.GOV> 
Subject: ATP California Conservation Corps Consultation Documents 


 
Hello, 
 
My name is Mark Mueller, and I’m with the City of Santa Maria Public Works Department. We’re 
applying for the ATP Cycle 6 Grant application. Please see the attached and let me know if the Corps 
is able to participate in the project in any capacity. The preliminary project plans are being updated to 
include more work directly tied to the schools, but the attached Preliminary Plans generally reflect the 
scope of the project (curb ramp replacements, RRFB installations, striping, asphalt, slurry sealing, 
etc.). If I can clarify any of that, please give me a call.  
 
Thank you and have a great Memorial Day Weekend! 
Mark	Mueller,	PE	
Principal Civil Engineer 
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City of Santa Maria 
110 S. Pine Street, Suite 221 
Santa Maria, CA 93458 
(805)925-0951 ext. 1667 
 








 
Figure 1: Fesler Street at Blosser Road. View is in the direction of eastbound traffic on West Fesler Street. There are no 
bicycle facilities along this segment of road. 


 
Figure 2: View is in the direction of North Dejoy Street off West Fesler Street. There are no marked crosswalks or bicycle 
facilities at this intersection.   







 
Figure 3:  Intersection of North Russell Avenue and West Fesler Street in the direction of northbound traffic on North 
Russell Avenue. There are no marked crosswalks or bicycle facilities at this intersection. The curb ramps on the north 
side of this intersection do not meet current ADA. 







 
Figure 4: Intersection of West Rosewood Drive and West Fesler Street. There are no marked crosswalks or bicycle 


facilities at this intersection. The curb ramps at this intersection do not meet current ADA. 







 
Figure 5: Intersection of West Fesler Street and North Western Avenue in the direction of westbound traffic on West Fesler 
Street. There are no marked crosswalks or bicycle facilities at this intersection. The curb ramps at this intersection do not 
meet current ADA. 







 
Figure 6: Intersection of North Fesler Street and North Mary Drive in the direction of westbound traffic on West Fesler 
Street. There is one school crosswalk from the northside to the westside of West Fesler Street. There are no other marked 
crosswalks or bicycle facilities at this intersection. The curb ramps at this intersection do not meet current ADA. 







 
Figure  7: View is from North Mary Street facing north. There is one mid-block school crosswalk located here without curb 


ramps. 







 
Figure 8:  Intersection of West Fesler Street and North Oakley Avenue. The view is from the southeast corner. There are 


no marked crosswalks or bicycle facilities at this intersection. The curb ramps at this intersection do not meet current ADA. 







 
Figure 9: Intersection of North Benwiley Avenue and West Fesler Street view is in the direction of northbound traffic on 
North Benwiley Avenue. There are no marked crosswalks or bicycle facilities at this intersection. The curb ramps at this 
intersection do not meet current ADA. 







 
Figure 10: Another view of West Fesler Street and North Benwiley Avenue, going westbound on West Fesler Street. The 


curb ramps at this intersection do not meet current ADA. 


 
Figure 11: West Fesler Street approaching West Fesler Street and North Railroad Avenue. View is in the direction of 
eastbound traffic on West Fesler Street. There are no bicycle facilities along this segment of road. There are crosswalks 
from the north side to the south side of West Fesler Street. There are no crosswalks across North Railroad Avenue, and 
no curb ramps for pedestrians across Railroad Avenue. 


 







 
Figure 12: North Railroad Ave/North Depot Street at West Fesler Street. View is looking north on Depot Street. There are no bicycle 
facilities along West Fesler Street. There is a crosswalk with an island stretching from the north side to the south side of West Fesler 
Street but there are no crosswalks across North Railroad Avenue. A storm drain inlet is located at this intersection. 


 
Figure 12A:  A view from North Depot Street, facing east at the intersection with West Fesler Street.  







 


 Figure 13: Intersection of North Smith Street and West Fesler Street. View is from the southeast corner. There are two 
crosswalks at this intersection, one stretches from the northside to the southside of Fesler, while the other stretches from 
the west side to the east side of Smith Street. The curb ramp located at the southwest corner of Fesler Street and Smith 
Street does not meet current ADA requirements. The crosswalk signs and markings on the east leg of the intersection will 


be removed and reconstructed with an upcoming HSIP project. 







 
Figure 14: View is from the northeast corner of West Fesler Street and North Curryer Street. There are two crosswalks, 
one crosswalk stretching from the northside to the southside of West Fesler Street, and the other stretches from the west 
side to the east side of North Curryer Street. There are no other marked crosswalks or bicycle facilities at this intersection. 
The curb ramps on the north side of this intersection do not meet current ADA. The curb ramps, crosswalk signs, and 
markings on the west leg of the intersection will be removed and reconstructed with an upcoming HSIP project. 







 
Figure 15: View is from North Curryer Street facing West Tunnel Street (east leg). There are no marked crosswalks or 


bicycle facilities on this street. 







 
Figure 16: View is in the direction of eastbound traffic on West Tunnell Street (west leg) approaching North Curryer Street. 


There are no marked crosswalks or bicycle facilities on this street.  







 
Figure 17:  Intersection of East El Camino Street and North Curryer Street, view is in the direction of westbound traffic on 
El Camino Street. There are two crosswalks, one stretching from the northside to the southside of El Camino Street and 
the other stretching from the east side to the west side of North Curryer Street. There are no other marked crosswalks or 
bicycle facilities at this intersection. The curb ramp located at the northeast corner of Curryer Street and El Camino Street 
does not meet current ADA requirements. 







 


Figure 18: East El Camino Street and North Railroad Avenue. There are no marked crosswalks on El Camino Street or 
bicycle facilities. There are Class II Bike Lanes along North Railroad Avenue. The curb ramps at this intersection do not 
meet current ADA. 







 
Figure 19:  West Hermosa Street (west leg) and North Curryer Street. View is of the westside entrance to Hermosa off 


North Curryer Street. There are no marked crosswalks or bicycle facilities at this street. 


 
Figure 20:  West Hermosa Street (east leg) and North Curryer Street. View is looking West down Hermosa Street located 
on the east side of North Curryer Street. There are no marked crosswalks or bicycle facilities on this street. 







 
Figure 21: North Curryer Street and West Alvin Avenue. There is one school crosswalk stretching from the northside to 
the Southside of East Alvin Avenue. There are no other marked crosswalks or bicycle facilities at this intersection. The 
curb ramps at this intersection do not meet current ADA.  


 
Figure 22: West Fesler Street and North Thornburg Street there are no bicycle facilities or marked crosswalks at this 


intersection. The curb ramps at the southern corners of this intersection do not meet current ADA. 







 
Figure 23: View is from the southwest corner of West Fesler Street and North Pine Street. There are no bicycle facilities 
at this intersection. There is one crosswalk stretching from the northside to the southside of West Fesler Street, there are 
no other marked crosswalks. The curb ramp located at the southwest corner does not meet current ADA. The curb ramps, 
crosswalk signs, and markings on the east leg of the intersection will be removed and reconstructed with an upcoming 
HSIP project. 


 


 
Figure  24: On the intersection of West Tunnel Street and North Pine Street, view is from the southeast corner of North 
Pine Street and Tunnel Street. There are no marked crosswalks or bicycle facilities at this intersection. The Veterans 


Memorial Building and future plaza project are located in the background. 


 







 
Figure 25: Intersection of South Pine Street and West Mill Street in the direction of northbound traffic on North Pine Street. 
There are no marked crosswalks or bicycle facilities at this intersection. The curb ramps at this intersection do not meet 
current ADA. 


 
Figure 26: Intersection of West Chapel Street and North Pine in the direction of westbound traffic on West Chapel Street. 
There are no marked crosswalks at this intersection or bicycle facilities. The curb ramps at this intersection do not meet 
current ADA. The southeast corner of the intersection is currently under construction with a plaza project which will 


reconstruct the curb, gutter, sidewalk, and curb ramp along the plaza frontage. 







 
Figure 27:  Intersection of West Main Street and North Pine Street. View is in the direction of westbound traffic. There are 


no bicycle facilities at this intersection, there are bicycle facilities on South Pine Street, with none on North Pine Street.   







 
Figure 28: Intersection of North Lincoln Street and West Fesler Street. View is in the direction of northbound traffic on 


North Lincoln Street. There are no marked crosswalks at this intersection or bicycle facilities. 


 
Figure 29:  West Fesler Street approaching North Broadway (SR-135). View is of the intersection looking eastward from 
eastbound traffic on West Fesler Street. There are no bicycle facilities along West Fesler Street. 


 
 
 







 
Figure 30:  East leg of the intersection of West Fesler Street and North Broadway (SR-135). View is facing east with 


eastbound traffic. There are no bicycle facilities along East Fesler Street. 


 
Figure  31: Intersection of North McClelland Street and East Fesler Street. There are no marked crosswalks and no bicycle 
facilities on this intersection. The curb ramps located at the northwest, northeast, and southwest corners of this intersection 
do not meet current ADA. 







 
Figure 32:  Intersection of North Vine Street and East Fesler Street in the direction of eastbound traffic. There are no 
marked crosswalks or bicycle facilities at this intersection. The curb ramp located on the northwest corner does not meet 
current ADA requirements. 







 
Figure 32A: Another view on the corner of North Vine Street and East Fesler Street, in the direction of southbound traffic 


on North Vine Street. This curb ramp does not meet current ADA requirements. 







 
Figure 33:  Intersection of North Vine Street and East Tunnell Street facing southbound traffic on the north leg of the 
intersection. There are no marked crosswalks or bicycle facilities at this intersection. The curb ramps located at the 
northeast and southwest corners of the intersection do not meet current ADA requirements. 







 
Figure 33A: Another view of North Vine Street and East Tunnel Street, northeast corner of North Vine Street.  


 







 
Figure 34: Intersection of North Vine Street and East El Camino Street. View from southbound traffic on North Vine Street. 
There are no marked crosswalks or bicycle facilities at this intersection. The curb ramp at the southwest corner of the 
intersection does not meet current ADA requirements. 







 
Figure 35: Another view of East El Camino Street and North Vine Street, facing westbound on El Camino Street.   







 
Figure 36: There are no crosswalk or bicycle facilities on East Hermosa Street off North Vine Street. Existing ramps are 
ADA compliant. 


 







 
Figure 37:  Facing east on East Alvin Avenue at the intersection with North Vine Street. There is one school crosswalk 
stretching from the north side to the south side of East Alvin Avenue. There are no bicycle facilities along East Alvin Street 
and there are no other marked crosswalks at this intersection. The curb ramp on the north side of Alvin Avenue does not 


meet current ADA requirements. 


 
Figure 38: Northbound view of North Vine Street approaching East Alvin Avenue.  


 







 
Figure 39: View is from the southeast corner of North Miller Street and East Fesler Street. There are no marked crosswalks 


or bicycle facilities in this intersection.  







 
Figure 40:  On North School Street facing northbound traffic there is one crosswalk stretching from the northside to the 
Southside of East Fesler Street. There are no other marked crosswalks or bicycle facilities at this intersection. All curb 
ramps at this intersection do not meet current ADA requirements. The curb ramps, crosswalk signs, and markings on the 
west leg of the intersection will be removed and reconstructed with an upcoming HSIP project. 


  


Figure 41: Intersection of East Fesler Street and North Elizabeth Street facing north. There are no marked crosswalks or 


bicycle facilities at this intersection. All curb ramps at this intersection do not meet current ADA requirements. 







 


Figure 42: On North East Street facing northbound at the intersection with East Fesler Street there are no marked 
crosswalks or bicycle facilities at this intersection. All curb ramps at this intersection do not meet current ADA 


requirements. 


 







 
Figure 43:  Intersection of East Fesler Street and North College Drive. The view is from the southwest corner facing north 
on College Drive. There is one crosswalk that stretches from the westside to the eastside of North College Drive. There 
are no other marked crosswalks or bicycle facilities at this intersection. The curb ramps on the west leg of the intersection 
do not meet current ADA requirements. The southwest curb ramp, crosswalk signs, and markings on the south leg of the 
intersection will be removed and reconstructed with an upcoming HSIP project. 







 


Figure 44: On North Concepcion Avenue and East Fesler Street, facing north on Concepcion Avenue, there are two 
crosswalks, one stretching from the northside to the Southside of East Fesler Street, and the other stretching from the 
eastside to the Westside of North Concepcion Avenue. There are no other marked crosswalks or bicycle facilities at this 
intersection. There are also no curb ramps at this intersection. The curb ramps, crosswalk signs, and markings on the 


west leg of the intersection will be removed and reconstructed with an upcoming HSIP project. 


 


Figure 45:  Intersection of North Hart Drive and East Fesler view is in the direction of northbound traffic on Hart Drive off 
Fesler. There are no crosswalks, bicycle facilities, and no curb ramps at this intersection.  







 
Figure 46: East Fesler Street approaching North Lucas Drive. View is in the direction of eastbound traffic on East Fesler 
Street. There are no bicycle facilities along East Fesler Street. There is one existing crosswalk stretching from the north 
side to the south side of East Fesler Street. No curb ramps exist at this intersection, but the east leg of the intersection 
will receive curb ramps with an already awarded HSIP project. 


 


 
Figure 47:  North Scott Drive and East Fesler Street, there are no marked crosswalks or bicycle facilities at this intersection. 
The curb ramps do not meet current ADA requirements. 







 
Figure 48:  East Fesler Street approaching North Bradley Road. View is in the direction of eastbound traffic on East Fesler 
Street. There are no bicycle facilities along East Fesler Street. There no crosswalks going in any direction along the 
segment. 


 
Figure 49:  North Bradley Road approaching East Fesler Street. View is in the direction of southbound traffic on North 
Bradley Road. There are no bicycle facilities along East Fesler Street or North Bradley Road. The intersection does not 


have curb ramps. 







 
Figure 50:  North Bradley Road before the transition to East Chapel Street. View is in the direction of southbound traffic 
on North Bradley Road. There are no bicycle facilities along East Fesler Street or East Chapel Street. At the intersection 


with North Bradley Road and East Chapel Street, a sidewalk continues through to Main Street (SR-166). 


 


 
Figure 51: Intersection of South Bradley Road and East Jones Street. View is from the north leg of the intersection facing 
southbound traffic. There is a bicycle facility along South Bradley Road but there is not a crosswalk facility along the road. 
Sidewalks are only available on the west side of South Bradley Road. This segment is southbound one-way traffic from 
Main Street to Jones Street. This segment will be resurfaced and will include NB bicycle facilities to Main Street under a 
future resurfacing project. Additional coordination with Caltrans is necessary to determine appropriate crossings at the US 
101 SB On-Ramp. 







 
Figure 52:  Intersection of East Jones Street and South Bradley Road going westbound on Jones Street. There are no 
marked crosswalks or bicycle facilities at this intersection. There is no sidewalk on the left-hand side going South on 
Bradley Road.  


 
Figure 53:  Eastside corner of East Jones Street and South Bradley Road. The southern leg of East Jones Street and 
South Bradley Road intersection lacks curb ramps and bicycle infrastructure.  







 
Figure 54:  On East Jones Street going westbound, no marked crosswalks, bicycle facilities, or sidewalks at this 
intersection.  







 
Figure 55:  Going South on Bradley Road, Class III bike route, but shared lane markings have not been installed. 


 
 
 







 
Figure 56: Intersection of South Bradley Road and Allan Hancock College Entrance. View is from the North leg facing 
southbound traffic. There are no bicycle facilities along the segment and a sidewalk is only available on the west side of 
South Bradley Road. 







 


 
Figure 57:  Intersection of Sierra Madre Avenue and South Bradley Road with bicycle lanes on the right-hand side of South Bradley Road 
heading northbound. Bicycle lane ends at the intersection of Sierra Madre Avenue. The curb ramp at the northwest corner does not meet 
current ADA requirements. The southwest corner does not have a curb ramp and the intersection does not have a marked crosswalk. 


 







 
 
Figure 58: Intersection of South Bradley Road and East Stowell Road. View is from the north leg of the intersection facing south. There is 
a bicycle facility beginning halfway on this segment of South Bradley Road. 







 
 
Figure 59:  Intersection of South Bradley Road and East Stowell Road. View is from the north leg of the intersection facing southbound 
traffic. A Class II bicycle facility starts along this segment of South Bradley Road and continues south. 







 
Figure 60: View is going westbound on East Jones Street. There is a Class II bicycle facility on this segment.  







Figure 61: Intersection of 
Farrell Drive and East Jones Street. The view is in the direction of southbound traffic on Farrell Drive approaching Jones Street. There 


are no marked crosswalks or bicycle facilities on this street. 


 
Figure 62:  On Mariah Drive in the direction of southbound traffic, approaching East Jones Street there are no marked crosswalks or 
bicycle facilities on this street. 







 


Figure 63:  Intersection of East Jones Street and South Suey Road. The view is in the direction of northbound traffic approaching Suey 
Road at East Jones Street. There are no marked crosswalks or bicycle facilities at this intersection; the southeast corner is unimproved. 







 
Figure 64:  At the intersection of Jones Street and Suey Road, facing north. Sidewalk only on the west side of Suey Road with Class II 
Bike Lanes for both directions. The northwest corner of the intersection has an existing curb ramp that is not ADA compliant. 







 
Figure 65:  On East Jones Street, narrow bicycle lanes on both ends of the street. There is no sidewalk on the left-hand side going 
westbound.  







 
Figure 66: South College Drive, midblock. There are no bicycle lanes or marked crosswalks in this intersection.  
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Access to Vehicles Data 


Table K-1 and Table K-2 below present Vehicles Available by Household data from the 2018 American Community Survey 
5-year estimates. 


Table K-1: Vehicles Available by Household – Estimate 


Vehicles Available by 
Household 


Project Area 
Santa 
Maria 


California Tract 
21.01 


Tract 
21.02 


Tract 
22.06 


Tract 
22.11 


Tract 
23.04 


Total 


Total Households 1,284 767 1,530 2,088 1,303 6,972 46,332 12,965,435 


No Vehicles Available 50 75 131 95 77 428 1,091 939,034 


1 Vehicle Available 498 219 704 712 309 2,442 8,281 3,993,143 


2 Vehicles Available 416 238 492 819 569 2,534 16,415 4,838,980 


3 or More Vehicles Available 320 235 203 462 348 1,568 20,545 3,194,278 


 


Table K-2: Vehicles Available by Household – Percent 


Vehicles Available by 
Household 


Project Area 
Santa 
Maria 


California Tract 
21.01 


Tract 
21.02 


Tract 
22.06 


Tract 
22.11 


Tract 
23.04 


Total 


No Vehicles Available 3.9% 9.8% 8.6% 4.5% 5.9% 6.1% 2.4% 7.2% 


1 Vehicle Available 38.8% 28.6% 46.0% 34.1% 23.7% 35.0% 17.9% 30.8% 


2 Vehicles Available 32.4% 31.0% 32.2% 39.2% 43.7% 36.3% 35.4% 37.3% 


3 or More Vehicles Available 24.9% 30.6% 13.3% 22.1% 26.7% 26.7% 44.3% 24.6% 


Findings: 


More than one in twenty households in the project area have no access to a vehicle. Just over six percent of households in 
the project area have no access to a vehicle. While this is slightly less than the percent of households statewide that 
have no access to a vehicle, it is about three times the rate of households citywide. Two census tracts in the project area 
have higher rates than the state overall, at 9.8 percent and 8.6 percent. 


Within Santa Maria, households with no access to a vehicle are concentrated in the project area. The five census tracts 
that make up the project area have a total of 6,972 households, representing 15% of all households in Santa Maria. The 
same five census tracts have a total of 428 households with no access to a vehicle, representing 39% of Santa Maria 
households with no vehicle access. 


  







Public Health Data 
Table K-3 and Table K-4 below present physical fitness data collected by the California Department of Education. Data is 
collected for students in grades 5, 7, and 9 each year. For more information about the California Physical Fitness Test, 
see cde.ca.gov/ta/tg/pf 


Data below is presented for the four schools included in this ATP application, as well as comparison data for the state 
overall. For “Healthy Fitness Zone,” a higher percent indicates a healthier student population. For “Needs Improvement” 
and “Health Risk,” a lower percent indicates a healthier student population. 


Bolded figures in the tables below indicate metrics where the project area school is less healthy than the state based on 
this data. 


Table K-3: 2018-2019 California Physical Fitness Report Summary – Aerobic Capacity 


School or Area 


5th Grade 7th Grade 


Healthy 
Fitness 
Zone 


Needs 
Improve-


ment 
Health Risk 


Healthy 
Fitness 
Zone 


Needs 
Improve-


ment 
Health Risk 


Project Area Schools       


El Camino Junior High    49.1% 28.7% 22.2% 


Fairlawn Elementary 35.4% 56.1% 8.5%    


Fesler Junior High     54.7% 29.6% 15.7% 


Miller Elementary  54.5% 29.5% 16.0%    


Statewide       


California 60.2% 32.6% 7.2% 61.0% 28.7% 10.3% 
 


Table K-4: 2018-2019 California Physical Fitness Report Summary – Body Composition 


School or Area 


5th Grade 7th Grade 


Healthy 
Fitness 
Zone 


Needs 
Improve-
ment 


Health Risk Healthy 
Fitness 
Zone 


Needs 
Improve-
ment 


Health Risk 


Project Area Schools       


El Camino Junior High    46.7% 33.9% 19.4% 


Fairlawn Elementary 43.9% 26.8% 29.3%    


Fesler Junior High    58.3% 26.6% 15.1% 


Miller Elementary 68.2% 31.1% 0.7%    


Statewide       


California 58.7% 19.4% 21.9% 60.0% 19.4% 20.6% 
 


Findings: 


Students in the project area are less healthy than students statewide. 


 


  







Safety Countermeasures 


Excerpts from a literature review of crash reduction factors associated with various countermeasures are provided on 
the following pages. 







Evaluation of Bicycle-Related Roadway 
Measures: A Summary of Available Research
February 2014


Jill Mead
Ann McGrane
Charlie Zegeer
Libby Thomas


For:
Federal Highway Administration 
DTFH61-11-H-00024
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2.0 On-Road Bike Facilities 


2.1 Bike Lanes 
Bike lanes are a portion of the roadway designated for the preferential or exclusive use of bicyclists and which are 


separated from motor vehicle traffic through the use of pavement markings. According to Pucher, Buehler, and Seinen 


(2011), improving and increasing the number of bike paths and lanes has been the main approach to making cycling 


safer in Europe and North America (1).  


 


Figure 4. Bicyclists use a bike lane in Montreal. 


[Caption: Two adults and a child wait at a red light on a bike lane in Montreal. Photo by Jacob-uptown 
http://www.flickr.com/photos/7995989@N03/4931842773/] 


One of the first major studies of bike lanes was conducted by Lott and Lott in 1976 in Davis, California. They 


compared relative frequencies of bicycle-motor vehicle collision types to determine the effect of the presence of bike 


lanes on the frequency of various types of bicycle-motor vehicle collisions. The research team used four years of police 


records to compare collision statistics on roads that had bike lanes to those without bike lanes. Crash records in Davis 


were also compared with those of Santa Barbara, California, a comparable city that did not use bike lanes (2). All of the 


bicycle-motor vehicle collisions were categorized into a ten-class system, and the relative frequency with which each type 


of collision occurred in bike lane segments versus non-bike-lane segments was assessed. Three types of bicycle-motor 


vehicle accidents that seemed unaffected by bike lanes were used as a standard for evaluating the role of bike lanes in 


other categories of accidents. Specifically, accidents where a bicyclist failed to stop or yield at a controlled intersection, 


where a motorist failed to stop or yield at a controlled intersection, and where a motorist made an improper left turn 


were analyzed. The analysis found differential decreases in crash frequencies across five classes of bicycle-motor vehicle 


collisions at locations with bike lanes: bicyclists exiting driveways, motorists exiting driveways, bicyclists on the wrong 


side of the street, motorists overtaking bicyclists, and motorists making improper rights. The research team found a 


higher frequency of crashes in the case of bicyclists making improper left turns. The authors concluded that the results 


indicated an overall reduction in bicycle-motor vehicle collisions in Davis following the installation of bicycle lanes (2).  


Table 3: Percentage and frequency of bicyclist-motor vehicle collisions by type and presence or absence of bike lanes 


Accident Type Percentage of all accidents by type of street Expected rate of accidents by type of street 


 With Bicycle Lanes Without Bicycle With Bicycle Lanes Without Bicycle 
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A 2010 study by Duthie, Brady, Mills, and Machemehl looked at 48 sites in Austin, Houston, and San Antonio to 


determine how bike lanes, wide curb lanes, and on-street parking affected bicyclist safety. Using over 13,900 


observations recorded on video, Duthie et al. used regression model analysis to conclude that bike lanes were safer for 


bicyclists than wide curb lanes because the bicyclists positioned themselves better within the space to avoid obstacles, 


such as open car doors (10). A buffer zone between the bike lane and the parking lane led to even safer bicycle 


positioning, as shown in the following graph: 


 


Figure 6. Summary of motorist and bicyclist distances from the curb before and after implementation of a buffer. 


[Caption: Figure 2 from Duthie, Brady, Mills, and Machemehl (2010), showing the distributions of bicyclist and motorist 
positions in feet from the curb (10).] 


Bike lanes also reduced the change in lateral positioning of motorists during passing and non-passing events, which 


showed the motorists felt comfortable passing bicyclists without encroaching upon another traffic lane (10). 


A 2012 article by Chen, Chen, Ewing, McKnight, Srinivasan, and Roe evaluated the effectiveness of bike lanes in 


increasing bicyclist safety at intersections and on roadway segments. The researchers used two-group pretest-posttest 


research design to compare collision statistics following the installation of bike lines at 669 intersections and on 660 


roadway segments throughout New York City. Bicycle collision statistics were collected for the five-year period 


preceding bike lane installation, as well as the two-year period following it, and the authors used ANCOVA analysis to 


control for potential regression-to-the-mean effects. Analysis of their results indicated that bicyclist crash incidence 


actually increased by 25.4 percent at intersection sites, compared to a decrease of 10 percent at comparison intersections. 


On roadway segments, bicyclist crashes decreased by 2.8 percent on treated roadway segments, but decreased by 49.6 


percent on comparison roadway segments. This resulted in an ANCOVA-adjusted increase in bicyclist collisions of 58 


percent at intersections and by 138 percent on roadway segments, results that were significant at the 0.05 level. Because 


bicyclist volumes were not recorded before and after the bike lane installation, the researchers could not definitively state 
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Two types of routes with bike lanes were considered: major street routes without parked cars and major street routes 


with parked cars. The table below gives the unadjusted and adjusted odds ratios for each of these route types. 


Confidence intervals whose range includes 1 are not considered statistically significant (13). 


Table 6: Comparison of route types at injury and control sites in Vancouver and Toronto 


Variable Number of Injury Sites Number of Control 
Sites 


Unadjusted OR 
(95% C.I.) 


Adjusted OR 
(95% C.I.) 


Major street route with 
parked cars and no bike 
infrastructure 


155 114 
1.00 (Reference 


category) 
1.00 (Reference 


category) 


Major street route with 
parked cars and bike 
lane 


25 28 0.53 (0.26, 1.07) 0.69 (0.32, 1.48) 


Major street route 
without parked cars and 
bike lane 


35 46 0.47* (0.26, 0.83) 0.54 (0.29, 1.01) 


Local street route with 
designated bike route 


52 57 0.53* (0.30, 0.94) 0.49* (0.26, 0.90) 


* Indicates a p-value of <.05. 


[Caption: Excerpt from Table 4 of the Teschke et al. (2012) article showing a comparison of the risk of injury on road 
types compared to randomly selected control sites. For those odds ratios marked with an asterisk, the association 
between that type of route and injury risk was statistically significant at the 95% confidence level.(13).] 


Their analysis showed that there was an association between the type of street and presence of a bike route and the 


risk of injury risk. Riding on a major street with a designated bike route was associated with a statistically significant 51 


percent decrease in the risk of experiencing an injury. For the major street routes with bike lanes, the results of the 


adjusted odds ratio analysis were not significant whether or not there was on-street parking. Based on the results of all 


14 classes of route type, the researchers concluded that bicycle route infrastructure, including bike lanes, can be designed 


to prevent injury to cyclists (13). 
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2.4 Shared Bus-Bike Lanes 
To date, only one before-and-after study has evaluated the safety impacts of shared bicycle/bus lanes in the United 


States. The City of Minneapolis Department of Public Works released a report in 2011 that evaluated the reconfiguration 


of a one-mile segment of a downtown street. The street was converted from one-way with a contraflow bus lane and 


center two-way bicycle lane to a two-way street with a designated shared lane for bicyclists, buses, and right turning 


motor vehicles. To enhance visibility and awareness, the shared lane was marked with green paint and markings. To 


understand bicyclist, motorist, and bus interactions in the new shared lane, the department collected video recordings 


before and after the reconfiguration of the street. While bicyclist crash rates decreased overall, the number of bus and 


bicyclists interactions was too small (n=21) to derive statistically significant conclusions about the safety results of the 


shared lane conversion (1). 


1. City of Minneapolis Department of Public Works. Hennepin Avenue Green Shared Lane Study. 2011. 


http://www.ci.minneapolis.mn.us/www/groups/public/@publicworks/documents/images/wcms1p-


085711.pdf 


 


2.5 Contraflow Bike Lanes 
There are currently no resources for this section. 


2.6 Cycle Tracks 
A 2008 analysis by Jensen was one of the first studies that used pre- and post-treatment data from treatment and 


comparison groups to evaluate the effect of cycle track installation on bicyclist and other road users’ safety. Jensen 


studied the effects of 20.6 km of cycle tracks that were built between 1978 and 2003 in Copenhagen, Denmark. To do 


so, he used stepwise methodology designed to account for regression-to-the-mean effects, crash trends, and traffic 


volumes. He chose equally long before and after periods for each road that was analyzed, as well as data from what he 


called a “before-before” period, a 5-year period that occurred 8-12 years before lanes were installed, in order to control 


for potential regression-to-the-mean effects at sites chosen for treatment. Using pre-treatment data adjusted for increases 


in traffic volumes, Jensen generated an expected number of collisions if no treatment had been applied to use for 


comparison purposes (1). 


 


Figure 21. Cross section view of a street showing Copenhagen-style cycle tracks. 



http://www.ci.minneapolis.mn.us/www/groups/public/@publicworks/documents/images/wcms1p-085711.pdf

http://www.ci.minneapolis.mn.us/www/groups/public/@publicworks/documents/images/wcms1p-085711.pdf
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[Caption: Excerpt from Table 4 of the Teschke et al. (2012) article showing a comparison of the risk of injury on route 
types compared to randomly selected control sites. For those odds ratios marked with an asterisk, the association 
between that type of route and injury risk was statistically significant at the 95% confidence level.(13).] 


Cycle tracks were associated with an 89 percent reduction in injury risk when compared to major streets with parked 


cars and without bicycle infrastructure, which was the lowest injury risk of all studied infrastructure. Additionally, data 


from the Metro Vancouver route preference survey indicated that cycle tracks were preferred to many other types of 


bicyclist infrastructure. Teschke et al. concluded that cycle tracks are an effective method of injury prevention for 


cyclists. 


 


Figure 25. Bicyclist infrastructure types by safety and preference. 


[Caption: Figure 1 from Teschke et al. (2012) showing types of bicyclist infrastructure organized by route preference and 


route safety. Note the preference for cycle tracks and their relative safety. (3)] 


A 2013 article by Harris et al. used the same data as the Teschke et al. study (2012), but different analytical techniques 


to understand the association between different roadway infrastructure types and bicyclist injury in Toronto and 


Vancouver, Canada. They divided the 690 intersection sites into intersection and non-intersection locations. Of the 478 


non-intersection injury sites, they compared the risk of experiencing an injury while bicycling on cycle tracks to streets 


without any pedestrian or bicyclist infrastructure Conditional logistic regression was conducted with one or two control 


sites per injury site to estimate the association between injury occurrence and infrastructure type. An adjusted odds ratio 


was computed using all significant variables. The researchers found that cycle tracks were associated with a statistically 
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significant 95 percent decrease in the risk of a bicycling injury (adjusted odds ratio 0.05, 95% confidence interval -99% to 


-59%). Based on the results of their analysis, the researchers supported the use of facilities separated from motor 


vehicles as a means of injury prevention for bicyclists (4). 


 


Figure 26. A cycle track in Vancouver. 


[Caption: A cyclist uses a cycle track in Vancouver. Photo by clauretano 
http://www.flickr.com/photos/83569292@N00/5969248472] 


A 2013 article by Goodno, McNeil, Parks, and Trainor examined the impact of a cycle track installed in Washington, 


D.C., on the safety, comfort, and convenience of all road users. The two-way cycle track was eight feet wide, with a 


three-foot buffer delineated by white bollards. At some intersections, signal timing was changed to reduce bicyclist 


conflicts with left-turning vehicles. The researchers conducted before-and-after analyses of bicycle and motor vehicle 


volumes; bicycle, motor vehicle, and pedestrian level of service (LOS); bicyclist and motorist corridor travel times; 


bicyclist, motorist, pedestrian, business owner, and resident satisfaction with the cycle track; and bicycle collision rate for 


the four years preceding and one year following the cycle track installation. Following the installation, bicyclist volumes 


increased on all cycle track segments, with a 200 percent increase observed on some segments. In comparison, motor 


vehicle volumes remained relatively constant. Analysis using the Danish Bicycle LOS indicated that bicyclist LOS 


increased from D and E to A and B throughout the corridor.  


With regards to safety, the rate and number of crashes increased on one segment following the installation of the 


cycle track, even when accounting for greater bicyclist volumes. An analysis of videotaped data from intersections 


indicated that some bicyclists were following the signal for motor vehicles, rather than the pedestrian signal as intended. 


As a result, the researchers recommended the installation of bicycle signal heads to clarify the issue. Finally, an intercept 


survey of bicyclists using the cycle track indicated that bicyclists overwhelmingly felt that bicyclist was safer and easier 


with the addition of the cycle track. Likewise, motorist attitudes toward the cycle track were generally positive. The 


researchers concluded that the cycle track successfully increased cyclist comfort and convenient without sacrificing 


motor vehicle operations. Safety data will continue to be monitored and the research team made several 


recommendations to improve safety in the corridor as a result of their analysis (5). 
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percent of Portland’s road network, approximately nine percent of all travel recorded by the GPS devices occurred on 


bicycle boulevards (2). 


 


Figure 49. Percent bicycle travel miles by facility type, compared to percent of network mileage. 


[Caption: Table 1 from Dill (2009) showing that bicycle boulevards captured nine percent of bicycle travel miles, despite 
comprising less than one percent of bicycle network infrastructure (2).] 


References 


1. Minikel, E. Cyclist Safety on Bicycle Boulevards and Parallel Arterial Routes in Berkeley, California. Presented 


at the 90th Annual Meeting of the Transportation Research Board. 2011. 


http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0001457511001941. Accessed Aug 13, 2012. 


2. Dill, J. Bicycling for Transportation and Health: The Role of Infrastructure. Journal of Public Health, 2009. 


http://www.palgrave-journals.com/jphp/journal/v30/nS1/pdf/jphp200856a.pdf. Accessed Aug 20, 2012.  


5.5 Visual Narrowing  
There are currently no resources for this section. 


6.0 Trails/Shared-Use Paths 


6.1 Separate Shared-Use Path 
A 1994 article by Tinsworth, Cassidy, and Polen discussed the results of a study by the U.S. Consumer Product 


Safety Commission to determine which circumstances were associated with bicycle-related injuries. Nearly 600 cases of 


bicycle injury data from 90 U.S. hospital emergency rooms were identified using the National Electronic Injury 


Surveillance System (NEISS). Of those cases, investigators were able to collect data about injury circumstances from 474 


bicyclists, and of those, 420 met all inclusion criteria. Relative risk was computed for different factors associated with 



http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0001457511001941

http://www.palgrave-journals.com/jphp/journal/v30/nS1/pdf/jphp200856a.pdf
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bicyclist injuries, including bike paths. For children, it was found that riding on a bike path was associated with an 88 


percent reduction in the risk of injury when compared to riding in the street. For adults, it was found that riding on a 


bike path was associated with an 86 percent reduction in the risk of injury when compared to riding in the street. The 


authors concluded that, in the interest of bicyclist injury prevention, it would be reasonable to encourage bicycle use on 


lower-risk infrastructure (1).  


 


Figure 50. Bicyclist on a separate shared-use path. 


[Caption: A bicyclist uses the 12.3 mile Elyria-Oberlin-Kipton bike path in northern Ohio. Photo by Ed Chadwick. 


http://www.flickr.com/photos/67278751@N00/539644733 ] 


In a similar vein, Rodgers (1997) evaluated the association between bike paths/lanes and adult bicyclist crash risk. 


Analysis data came from a mail survey conducted in 1990. Qualifying respondents were at least 18 years old and owned 


bicycles that had been new when purchased. Nearly 3,000 in-depth questionnaires were collected, which provided 


information about falls or crashes experienced within the previous year as well as primary riding surface. Over nine 


percent of respondents reported a crash or fall in the previous year. Results of data analysis showed that bike 


paths/lanes (which were studied together), were associated with a 40 percent reduction in the risk of falls or crashes 


when compared to riding on roadways (OR: 0.60, CI: 0.38-0.95), results which were significant at the 0.05 level. Three 


potential limitations were the self-report of results, the lack of injury data, and the lack of differentiation between bike 


paths and bike lanes. The authors concluded that the higher risk of crashes and falls on the roadway compared to bike 


paths/lanes indicates the importance of the riding environment on bicyclist safety (2).   


References 



http://www.flickr.com/photos/67278751@N00/539644733
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7.0 Markings, Signs, and Signals 


7.1 Rectangular Rapid Flashing Beacon (RRFB) 
 


While the majority of studies to evaluate rectangular rapid flashing beacons (RRFBs) focus on their pedestrian safety 


benefits, the beacons’ ability to increase motorist yielding at midblock crossings benefits bicyclists crossing at RRFB 


locations as well. 


A 2009 report by Hunter, Srinivasan, and Martell summarized the effects of installing a pedestrian-activated RRFB at 


the location of one uncontrolled trail crossing at a busy (15,000 ADT), four-lane urban street in St. Petersburg, Florida. 


The researchers used a mounted video camera to collect pre- and post-treatment data about trail user (bicyclists and 


pedestrians) and driver interactions at the trail crossing. Analysis of the data showed a statistically significant reduction in 


trail user crossing delay, as well as a statistically significant (p<0.001) increase in motorist yielding (from 2 percent pre-


treatment to 35 percent post-treatment, and 54 percent when the beacon was activated). The researchers concluded that 


there was an increase in safety at the intersection as a result of installing the RRFB (1). 


 


Figure 52. Diagram showing the intersection of a trail and roadway enhanced with an RRFB. 


[Caption: Diagram by the city of Bloomington, Indiana. 


http://bloomington.in.gov/documents/viewDocument.php?document_id=7158] 


A 2010 report by the Federal Highway Administration by Shurbutt and Van Houten reported on the effects of 


installing RRFBs at 22 multilane, uncontrolled crosswalks in St. Petersburg, Florida; Washington, D.C.; and Mundelein, 


Illinois. On average across all sites, 4 percent of drivers yielded to pedestrians pre-treatment, while at the two-year 


follow-up, an average of 84 percent of drivers yielded to pedestrians at all sites, demonstrating the measure’s 


maintenance of effect over time. Data collected at night showed an increase in driver yielding behavior from 4.8 percent 


pre-treatment to 84.6 percent (two-beacon RRFB) and 99.5 percent (four-beacon RRFB) post-treatment. The authors 



http://bloomington.in.gov/documents/viewDocument.php?document_id=7158
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“Provide a safe, sustainable, integrated and efficient transportation system to enhance California’s economy and livability” 


STATE OF CALIFORNIA—CALIFORNIA STATE TRANSPORTATION AGENCY GAVIN NEWSOM, Governor 


DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
CALTRANS DISTRICT 5 
50 HIGUERA STREET 
SAN LUIS OBISPO, CA 93401-5415 
PHONE  (805) 549-3101 
FAX  (805) 549-3329 
TTY  711 
www.dot.ca.gov 


Making Conservation
a California Way of Life.


September 3, 2020 


Mr. Christopher Petro 
Department of Public Works – Engineering Division 
City of Santa Maria 
110 S. Pine Street, Suite 221 
Santa Maria, CA 93458 


Dear Mr. Petro: 


This letter serves as acknowledgment from Caltrans District 5 regarding your 
Active Transportation Program (ATP) Cycle 5 application for the “Safe Routes to 
School Corridor Improvements" project in the City of Santa Maria. Based on 
preliminary reviews of the general project scope received by District 5 Traffic 
Operations, the improvement concept is generally acceptable. 
 
Please note that in addition to subsequent reviews and the approval process 
required, an executed Project Specific Maintenance Agreement (PSMA) is 
required prior to the issuance of any permit(s). Additional specific comments are 
included on the completed ATP-Caltrans R/W Impact Checklist, which may 
identify potential barriers to final approval. 
 
Sincerely, 


Sara von Schwind 
Deputy District Director 
Maintenance and Operations 
 
Enclosures: 
ATP-Caltrans R/W Impact Checklist 
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ATP - Caltrans R/W Impact Checklist 
Required for Infrastructure Projects with Impacts to Caltrans R/W 


This form is a required part of the ATP project application for all candidate projects located on the Caltrans R/W, 
adjacent to the Caltrans R/W, or have any potential impacts to the Caltrans R/W.  This includes, but is not limited to, 
impacts from Caltrans required easements, Caltrans required encroachment permits, RW acquisition or utility 
relocations.  This form is intended to help the Implementing Agency consider these risks during the initial application 
process, and properly assess the needed time and cost to accomplish the task(s).  


To complete the form, the Implementing Agency is required to answer all questions in Part A, below.  Part B, of this 
form is to be completed by the Caltrans District Local Assistance Engineer (DLAE), or their delegated staff person.  Once 
completed, the DLAE returns this form to the Implementing Agency, so they may attach the form to their ATP project 
application. A minimum of 2-weeks is required for Caltrans review.   (NOTE: If the agency submits an incomplete checklist and/or
attachments, Caltrans will be required to return the package for correction and re-submittal.  The 2-week process will restart once the agency 
makes the corrections and resubmits.)


PART A – Implementing Agency Section 
I. The following project information is to be completed by the Implementing Agency - prior to


submittal:
  (This information must be consistent with the submittal attachments) 


What is the total cost (all project phases) of the entire project?      dollars
- What is the total cost of the Construction phase of the entire project?      dollars


What % of the project (by area) is within Caltrans R/W?      whole number between 1 and 100


What % of the project (by total project cost) is within Caltrans R/W?      whole number between 1 and 100


What is the total cost (all project phases) of all the project elements within Caltrans R/W?      dollars


To the best of your knowledge, Check all of the following
Project is not in and will not discharge into an Environmentally Sensitive Area and is not expected to need 
an EIR/EIS
Project does not require R/W dedication from Caltrans
Project does not require Office of Structures approval
Project does not require Design Exceptions to the mandatory design standards


(Ref: Highway Design Manual, Design Information Bulletin 78) 
Project does not require approval for Encroachment Exceptions


(Ref: Encroachment Permit Manual, Chapter 300) 


F. To the best of your knowledge, list all project features and/or project elements that are expected to add
complexity to the delivery or construction of the propose project:


_____________________________________________________________________________


_____________________________________________________________________________


_____________________________________________________________________________


_____________________________________________________________________________


_____________________________________________________________________________


II. Implementing Agency must attach to this form and verify the following:
Project Location Map (Attachment C)
Project Maps/Plans (Attachment D)
Project Estimate (Attachment F)
These documents must be consistent with (i.e. match) the Engineer’s Checklist (Attachment B)


Santa Maria - SRTS Corridor Improvements
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These documents must identify the limits of work within the Caltrans R/W and their estimated costs


PART B – Caltrans DLAE Section 


1. Review the scope of the proposed project.  Does it appear consistent with Caltrans standards and/or likely to be
approved for construction during the Oversight process?       __________   (Yes/No)


This Caltrans review does not imply approval of the project, but merely acknowledges that Caltrans District staff are aware of 
the proposed project and upon initial review the project appears to be acceptable/constructible.     


2. Determine the expected level of Caltrans Oversight that will be required:
The Encroachment Permit process is described in the Encroachment Permits Manual, Chapter 100 – The Permit Functions:
http://www.dot.ca.gov/trafficops/ep/docs/Chapter_1.pdf 


Encroachment Permit Oversight: 
Generally used for projects that are considered “Non-Complex” that have the following traits:


The total construction cost of the project within the State R/W is < $1 Million
Project is not Environmentally Complex (Not an EIR or EIS)
Project does not require R/W dedication from Caltrans or Office of Structures approval
Project does not require Mandatory Design Exceptions or Encroachment Exceptions


PEER Review: (Simple PR Review) 
Similar to Encroachment Permits, Peer Reviews are generally used for projects that are considered “Non-Complex”.
Peer Reviews are typically used for projects with a total construction cost within the State R/W is greater than $1
Million but less than $3 Million.
Capital Oversight Process Review: (Full PR Oversight Review) 
Oversight Process Reviews are generally used for projects that are considered “Complex” and/or have a total
construction cost within the State R/W is greater than $3 Million.


Caltrans District Staff expects the appropriate level of Caltrans Oversight to be:    (Circle expected level) 


Encroachment Permit  PEER Review Capital Oversight 


The District has made this estimation based all or partially on the following project features/elements and/or lack of detail:  
_______________________________________________________________________________________ 
_______________________________________________________________________________________ 
_______________________________________________________________________________________ 


3. Approximate the expected time needed for Caltrans to complete its required oversight and the corresponding
cost of this oversite:


Cooperative Agreement Processing:   ______ Months     ______ Cost 
PA&ED:   ______ Months    ______ Cost 
PS&E:    ______ Months     ______ Cost 
R/W:    ______ Months    ______ Cost 
CON:  (After the CON allocation date) ______ Months     ______ Cost 


TOTAL  ______ Months   ______ Cost   


A revised estimation of the Caltrans review time & cost will be completed if/when the project is funded.
The estimated time & costs included in this form are only a rough approximation to assist local agencies
estimate the schedule and full cost of the project in their ATP application.  This approximation does not
limit Caltrans to increasing these estimates based on a more thorough review if the project is funded.
The review costs can range from few thousand dollars for a simple encroachment permit to 10%+ of
total project cost for Capital Oversight projects


4. How will the project be tracked by Caltrans? (Circle one of the following)    Local Assistance       or        Capital Outlay  
ATP construction projects on the State Highway System (SHS) are tracked with the Capital Outlay projects IF the following criteria 
are met:  1) If the ATP project is 50% or more on the SHS geographically (within existing or future state R/W) AND 2) if the 


Yes
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construction phase is $1 million or more.


5. Caltrans Responsible Reviewers:


DLAE concurrence is expected for all completed Caltrans R/W Impact Checklists:


DLAE Name: ______________________    Date: _________ 


Optional Comments:  
_______________________________________________________________________________________ 
_______________________________________________________________________________________ 
_______________________________________________________________________________________ 


The District Traffic manager (or other manager as appropriate) concurrence is expected for any project that is 
expected to impact the state highway right-of-way and has the potential to negatively affect the safety or operations 
of the facility.    


This Caltrans review does not imply approval of the project, but merely acknowledges that Caltrans District staff
is aware of the proposed project, and that, upon initial review, the overall-project appears to be acceptable.


Name: _________________    Division/Office: _________________    Phone_______________     Date: _________ 


Optional Comments:  
_______________________________________________________________________________________ 
_______________________________________________________________________________________ 
_______________________________________________________________________________________ 


When needed, provide the other District reviewers that participated in the completion of the Checklists: 


Name: _________________    Division/Office: _________________    Phone_______________     Date: _________ 


Optional Comments:  
_______________________________________________________________________________________ 
_______________________________________________________________________________________ 
_______________________________________________________________________________________ 


Reinie Jones 09/03/2020


Acting DLAE for Heidi Borders - Possible maintenance agreement needed for markings within the
State ROW and the class I bike path under US-101. Consider bicycle accessibility from the
proposed Class I bike path at the intersection of E Main St, N Bradley Rd, and SB US-101
offramp to and from other roadways. Additional improvements could be beneficial (e.g. bicycle
signal, signs to dismount when crossing).
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April 15, 2022


Mr. Brett Fulgoni


Interim Director of Public Works


110 S. Pine Street, Suite 101


Santa Maria, CA  93458


Subject: Support for the City of Santa Maria to Pursue Active Transportation Program – Cycle 6 Funding


Dear Mr. Fulgoni:


Robert Bruce Elementary School supports the City of Santa Maria Public Works Department in its pursuit of an Active


Transportation Program Grant to construct a bicycle and pedestrian improvement project that targets an important


east-west corridor for non-motorized travel for all users, and specifically improves travel for students at BruceSchool  that


walk or bike on this route.


We understand that the objective of this improvement project is to improve the pedestrian and bicycle network for all


users, improve driver yielding rates at crosswalks, and reduce vehicular speeds. The project will retrofit or install curb


ramps, perform road diets, install curb extensions, and rectangular rapid flashing beacons (RRFBs) along this route to


provide equitable and more convenient access to all residents that may use these facilities.


Bruce ‘s commits to advocating for Safe Routes to School, and we support the City’s effort to pursue funding to construct


this Active Transportation project.


Sincerely,


JJorde


Jillian Jorde


Principal


Robert Bruce Elementary School


Proud to be, Santa Maria Bonita School District
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Chamber of Commerce | Visitor Bureau | Economic Development Commission  
614 S. Broadway, Santa Maria, CA  93454 | (805) 925-2403 | SantaMaria.com 


15 June 2022 
 
 
 
To Whom It May Concern: 
 
We are pleased that the City of Santa Maria is pursuing funding to improve segments of Fesler Street, 
Bradley Road, and Jones Street, making it safer for people walking, bicycling, and driving. We support 
this application for funding from the Active Transportation Program (ATP). 
 
We feel this project is particularly important because it addresses a critical need for east-west and 
north-south connectivity for people riding bicycles, as well as a number of challenging intersections for 
people on bicycles and people walking.  The project will create an improved bicycle facility along Fesler 
Street, providing an alternative to Main Street for those going east and west. For those going north and 
south, new segments will connect existing disconnected bikeways on Bradley Road. Completing the 
corridors, a new shared use path will provide connectivity from Suey Road on the east side of town, 
across Highway 101, to an existing shared use path to the Simas Park and Aquatic Center to the west. 
As an economically disadvantaged community, these improvements for Santa Maria could not be 
implemented without securing funding from a program like ATP. 
 
Adding crossing improvements on Fesler Street will provide a lower-stress pedestrian network for 
people in central Santa Maria. This can also reduce potential conflicts between different roadway users 
by helping make crossing more predictable and will greatly improve connectivity for people walking and 
bicycling. 
 
High-speed and -volume roadways act as a barrier preventing residents from walking and bicycling 
more often in Santa Maria. This project creates important north-south and east-west connectivity for 
people walking and bicycling, as well as crossing improvements on Fesler Street. We believe the 
improvements outlined in this funding application will address these and other challenges and will lead 
to an increase in active transportation trips in the community.  
 
We look forward to the positive impacts this project will have in the City of Santa Maria and welcome 
the opportunity to show our support for this funding application. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Glenn D. Morris, ACE 
President & CEO 
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June 15, 2022 
 
To Whom It May Concern: 
 
The Santa Barbara Bicycle Coalition and Coalition for Sustainable 
Transportation (SBBIKE+COAST) is excited to support the City of Santa Maria’s 
pursuit of Active Transportation Program (ATP) funding to improve Fesler 
Street, Bradley Road, and Jones Street and extend a shared-use path to make 
Santa Maria safer for people walking and bicycling.  
 
We feel this project is particularly important because it addresses a critical need 
for east-west and north-south connectivity for people riding bicycles, as well as 
several challenging intersections for people on bicycles and people walking. The 
project will create an improved bicycle facility along Fesler Street, providing an 
alternative to Main Street for those going east and west. For those going north 
and south, new segments will connect existing disconnected bikeways on 
Bradley Road. Completing the corridors, a new shared use path will provide 
connectivity from Suey Road on the east side of town, across Highway 101, to 
an existing shared use path to the Simas Park and Aquatic Center to the west. 
 
High-speed and high-volume roadways and a lack of facilities act as barriers 
which prevent residents from walking and bicycling more often in Santa Maria. 
These projects will address these issues by reducing roadway widths, adding 
crosswalk markings, buffered bikeways and shared use paths which act to slow 
vehicles and create safer separated facilities.  
 
As an economically disadvantaged community, these improvements for Santa 
Maria could not be implemented without securing funding from a program like 
ATP. 
 
We look forward to the positive impacts this project will have in the City of Santa 
Maria and welcome the opportunity to show our support for this funding 
application. 
 
 
Sincerely, 
Heather Deutsch 


 
Executive Director 
SBBIKE+COAST 
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California Transportation Commission  May 26, 2022 
Active Transportation Program  
Attn: Laurie Waters, Associate Deputy Director 
1120 N Street, MS 52 
Sacramento, CA 95814 


Subject: Support for Caltrans Active Transportation Program (ATP) grant application to 
fund the Active Santa Maria Safe Routes to School Corridor Improvements Project 


To Whom It May Concern: 


The Santa Barbara County Association of Governments (SBCAG) is the Regional 
Transportation Planning Agency for Santa Barbara County. We are excited that the City of 
Santa Maria is pursuing funding to improve segments of Fesler Street, Bradley Road, and Jones 
Street, making it safer for people walking, bicycling, and driving. We fully support this application 
for funding from the Active Transportation Program (ATP) for the Active Santa Maria Safe 
Routes to School Corridor Improvements Project. 


We feel this project is particularly important because it addresses a critical need for connectivity 
for pedestrians and riders of all ages and capability, as well as improving challenging 
intersections for people outside of a vehicle. The project will create an improved bicycle facility 
along Fesler Street, providing an alternative to Main Street for those going east and west. For 
those going north and south, new segments will connect existing disconnected bikeways on 
Bradley Road. Completing the corridors, a new shared use path will provide connectivity from 
Bradley Road to an existing shared use path to the Santa Maria Transit Center and Downtown 
to the west. Adding crossing improvements on Fesler Street will provide a lower-stress 
pedestrian network for people in central Santa Maria. Additionally, from Fesler Street, several 
direct routes to local elementary schools have been targeted for pedestrian and bicycle 
enhancements. As an economically disadvantaged community, these improvements for Santa 
Maria could not be implemented without securing funding from a program like ATP. We believe 
the improvements outlined in this funding application will address these and other challenges 
and will lead to an increase in active transportation trips in the community. 


We look forward to the positive impacts this project will have in the City of Santa Maria and 
welcome the opportunity to show our support for this funding application. 


Sincerely, 


Marjie Kirn 
Executive Director 
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Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Part A2: General Project Information         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Part A3: Project Type         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Part A4: Project Details         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Part A5: Project Schedule         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Part A6: Project Funding         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Project Program Request (PPR)         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Part A7: Screening Criteria         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Part B: Narrative Questions         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Part C: Application Attachments         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Select Yes or No to indicate if the implementing agency has Master Agreement with Caltrans.
Select yes or no if implementing Agency has a partnering agency.
Select Yes or No to indicate if the project is located within 500 feed of a freeway or roadway with a traffic volume over 125,000 average annual daily traffic.
Select Yes or No to indicate if there are past projects.
Project Number
Project number
Past Project 
Funding 
past project funding
Funded 
Amount $
funded amount
Project 
Type
project type
Type of overlap/connection 
with past projects 
(select only one which matches the best)
type of overlap or connection with past projects
Table of information for all past projects.
Select yes or no to indicate if this Plan project benefits a disadvantaged community.
Select yes or no to indicate if construction funds will be used for this project.
Select yes or not to indicate if your project is in a current plan.
**Refer to the California Department of Education website: https://www.cde.ca.gov/ds/ad/documents/frpm1920.xlsx
   NOTE: Use the value from Column V only! The School Name is in Column G, the Enrollment is in Column R.
Indicate the project details included in the project/program/plan.
Note:         When quantifying the amount of Active Transportation improvements proposed by the project, do not double-count the improvements that benefit both Bicyclists and Pedestrians (i.e. new RRFB/Signal should only show as a Pedestrian or Bicycle Improvement).
(As opposed to cost going towards "improving" existing bicycle infrastructure: i.e. Class 2 to Class 4)
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Number
Number
Number
Number
Number
Number
Number
Linear Feet
Number
Number
Number
Number
(As opposed to cost going towards "improving" existing pedestrian infrastructure.)
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Number
Number
Number
Number
Number
Number
Number
Number
Number
Number
Number
Number
Number
Number
Linear Feet
Number
Number
Number
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Number
Linear Feet
Number
Number
Number
Number
Number
Number
,
The federal R/W process involving private property acquisitions and/or private utility relocations can often take 18 to 24 months after environmental document approval. The project schedule in the application for R/W needs to reflect the necessary time to complete the federal R/W process.
*See the application instructions for more details on the required coordination, documentation and approval from Caltrans.
*See the application instructions for more details on the required coordination and documentation from these agencies.
NOTES:         1) Per CTC Guidelines, all project applications must be submitted with the expectation of receiving federal funding and therefore the schedule below must account for the extra time needed for federal project delivery requirements and approvals, including a NEPA environmental clearance and for each CTC allocation there must also be a Notice to Proceed with Federally Reimbursable work.
         2) Prior to estimating the durations of the project delivery tasks (below), applicants are highly encouraged to review the appropriate chapters of the Local Assistance Procedures Manual and work closely with District Local Assistance Staff.
         3) The proposed CTC Allocation dates must be between July 1, 2023 and June 30, 2027 to be consistent with the available ATP funds for Cycle 6.
This page cannot be completed until a project type has been selected in Part 3.
Select yes or no if A T P funds will be used in this phase.
PA&ED Project Delivery Phase:
months         (See note #2, above)
Select yes or no if A T P funds will be used in this phase.
PS&E Project Delivery Phase:
months
Select yes or no if A T P funds will be used in this phase.
Right of Way Project Delivery Phase:
months
* PS&E and Right of Way phases can be allocated at the same CTC meeting.
Select yes or no if A T P funds will be used in this phase.
Construction Project Delivery Phase:
months
months	
Part A6: Project Funding
(1,000s)
The Project Funding table cannot be completed until a project type has been selected in Part 3.
Project
Phase
Total
Project
Costs
Total 
ATP
Funding
ATP
Allocation 
Year *
Total
Non-ATP
Funding **
Non-
Participating
Funding
"Prior"
ATP
Funding
Leveraging
Funding
Future Local Identified Funding 
Project Funding Table
Per the CTC Guidelines, all ATP projects over $1M must be eligible to receive federal funding. Agencies with projects under $1M, especially ones being implemented by agencies who are not familiar with the federal funding process, are encouraged to request State funding. A request for State-Only funds does not guarantee it will be received.
Using the Project Schedule, Project Funding, and General Project information provided, this electronic form has automatically prepared the following PPR pages. Applicants must review the information in the PPR to confirm it matches their expectations.
Alt Project. ID/prg.
Alt Project. I D / prg.
Legislative Districts
Project Information:
Project Title:
District
County
Route
EA
Project ID
PPNO
Project Information
Funding Information:
DO NOT FILL IN ANY SHADED AREAS
Proposed Total Project Cost ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
PPR Funding Information Table
ATP Funds
Infrastructure Cycle 6
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
A T P Funds Infrastructure Cycle
ATP Funds
Non-Infrastructure Cycle 6
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
A T P Funds Non-Infrastructure Cycle
ATP Funds
Plan Cycle 6
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
A T P Funds Plan Cycle
ATP Funds
Previous Cycle
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
A T P Funds Previous Cycle
Project Information:
Project Title:
District
County
Route
EA
Project ID
PPNO
Project Information
Summary of Non-ATP Funding
The Non-ATP funding shown on this page must match the values in the Project Funding table.
Fund No. 2:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Non A T P Funding Number 2
Fund No. 3:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Non A T P Funding Number 3 Description
Fund No. 4:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Non A T P Funding Number 4
Fund No. 5:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Non A T P Funding Number 5
Fund No. 6:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Non A T P Funding Number 6
Fund No. 7:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Non A T P Funding Number 7
Select yes or no to indicate if all or part of the project has currently or formally been programmed in an R T P A, M P O and/or Caltrans funding program.
Select yes or not to indicate if elements of the proposed project are directly or indirectly related to the intended improvements of a past or future development or capital improvement project.
Select yes or no to indicate if there are adjacent properties undeveloped or under-developed where standard “conditions of development” could be placed on future adjacent redevelopment to construct the proposed project improvements.
Select yes or no to indicate if the project is consistent with the relevant adopted regional. 
Census Tract/Block Group/Place #
Population 
MHI  
Median Household Income Table
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the median household income is greater than $60,188, this program does not qualify for this option. 
Census Tract/Block Group/Place #
Population 
CalEnviroScreen Score
Cal Enviro Screen Table
(to be used for qualifying as benefiting a DAC only)
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the CalEnviroScreen score is less than 40.05, this program does not qualify for this option. 
At least 75% of public school students in the project area are eligible to receive free or reduced-price meals under the National School Lunch Program. Data is available at: https://www.cde.ca.gov/ds/ad/documents/frpm1920.xlsx (auto filled from Part A). Applicants using this measure must demonstrate how the project benefits the school students in the project area.  Project must be located within two miles of the school(s) represented by this criteria. 
NOTE: Use the value from Column V only! The School Name is in Column G, the Enrollment is in Column R.
School Name
School Enrollment
% of Students Eligible for FRPM
Data for this table is automatically populated with the school data entered on Application Part 3.
(to be used for qualifying as benefiting a DAC only) 
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the percentage of students eligible for the Free or Reduced Price Meals program is less than 75%, this program does not qualify for this option. 
Census Tract/Block Group/Place #
Population 
HPI Percentile
Median Household Income Table
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the HPI percentile is greater than 25%, this program does not qualify for this option. 
Select yes or no to indicate if projects are located within Federally Recognized Tribal Lands.
School
Total Student Enrollment
Approx. # of Students Living Along School Route Proposed	
Total
Data in this table will be automatically populated with the school data entered in Application Part 3.
Select yes or no to indicate if the project closes a gap.
Select yes or no to indicate if this is a creation of new routes.
a.         Must provide a map of the new route location.
b.         Describe the existing route(s) that currently connect the affected transportation-related and community-identified destinations and why the route(s) are not adequate. (Max of 150 Words)
c.         Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes to transportation-related and community-identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community-identified destinations. Specific destination must be identified. (Max of 150 Words)
Select yes or no to indicate if this is a removal of barrier to mobility
a.         Type of barrier:
b.         Must provide a map identifying the barrier location and improvement.
c.         Describe the existing negative effects of the barrier to be removed and how the project addresses the existing barrier. 
         (Max of 150 Words)
d.         Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes to transportation-related and community-identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community-identified destinations. Specific destination must be identified. (Max of 150 Words)
Select yes or no to indicate if this is other improvements to routes.
a.         Must provide a map of the new improvement location.
b.         Explain the improvement. (Max of 150 Words)
c.         Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes to important or community-identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community-identified destinations. Specific destinations must be identified. (Max of 150 Words)
Select yes or no to indicate if project implements a non-infrastructure program.
# of Crashes	
Pedestrian
Bicycle
Total
Average Per Year
Fatalities
Injuries
Total
Crash Data Table
Reduces speed or volume of motor vehicles in the proximity of non-motorized users?
a.         Current speed and/or volume: (Max of 200 Words)
b.         Anticipated speed and/or volume after project completion : (Max of 200 Words)
Improves sight distance and visibility between motorized and non-motorized users?
a.         Current sight distance and/or visibility issue: (Max of 200 Words)
b.         Anticipated sight distance and/or visibility issue resolution: (Max of 200 Words)
Eliminates potential conflict points between motorized and non-motorized users, including creating physical separation between motorized and non-motorized users?
a.         Current conflict point description: (Max of 200 Words)
b.         Improvement that addresses conflict point: (Max of 200 Words)
Improves compliance with local traffic laws for both motorized and non-motorized users?
a.         Which Law:
b.         How will the project improve compliance: (Max of 200 Words)
Addresses inadequate vehicular traffic control devices?
a.         List traffic controls that are inadequate: (Max of 200 Words)
b.         How are they inadequate? (Max of 200 Words)
c.         How does the project address the inadequacies? (Max of 200 Words)
a.         List bicycle facilities, trails, crosswalks and/or sidewalks that are inadequate:          (Max of 200 Words)
b.         How are they inadequate? (Max of 200 Words)
c.         How does the project address the inadequacies? (Max of 200 Words)
Eliminates or reduces behaviors that lead to collisions involving non-motorized users?
a.         List of behaviors: (Max of 200 Words)
b.         How will the project eliminate or reduce these behaviors? (Max of 200 Words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Part B: Narrative Questions
Part B: Narrative Questions
Part B: Narrative Questions
Leveraging Fund Points Table
Part B: Narrative Questions
Part B: Narrative Questions
The Median Household Income (Table ID B19013) is less than 80% of the statewide median based on the most current Census Tract (ID 140) level data from the 2015-2019 American Community Survey (ACS) (<$60,188). Communities with a population less than 15,000 may use data at the Census Block Group (ID 150) level. Unincorporated communities may use data at the Census Place (ID 160) level. Data is available at:  https://data.census.gov/cedsci/?intcmp=aff_cedsci_banner 
Census Tract/Block Group/Place #
Population 
MHI  
Median Household Income Table
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the median household income is greater than $60,188, this program does not qualify for this option. 
An area identified as among the most disadvantaged 25% in the state according to the CalEPA and based on the California Communities Environmental Health Screening Tool 4.0 (CalEnviroScreen 4.0) scores (score must be greater than 40.05). This list can be found at the following link under SB 535 List of Disadvantaged Communities:
https://oehha.ca.gov/media/downloads/calenviroscreen/document/calenviroscreen40resultsdatadictionaryf2021.zip 
NOTE: Use the CES 4.0 Score value from Column H only! The Census Tract number is in Column A, the Population is in Column B.
Census Tract/Block Group/Place #
Population 
CalEnviroScreen Score
Cal Enviro Screen Table
(to be used for qualifying as benefiting a DAC only)
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the CalEnviroScreen score is less than 40.05, this program does not qualify for this option. 
At least 75% of public school students in the project area are eligible to receive free or reduced-price meals under the National School Lunch Program. Data is available at: https://www.cde.ca.gov/ds/ad/documents/frpm1920.xlsx (auto filled from Part A). Applicants using this measure must demonstrate how the project benefits the school students in the project area.  Project must be located within two miles of the school(s) represented by this criteria. 
NOTE: Use the value from Column V only! The School Name is in Column G, the Enrollment is in Column R.
School Name
School Enrollment
% of Students Eligible for FRPM
Data for this table is automatically populated with the school data entered on Application Part 3.
(to be used for qualifying as benefiting a DAC only) 
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the percentage of students eligible for the Free or Reduced Price Meals program is less than 75%, this program does not qualify for this option. 
The Healthy Places Index (HPI) includes a composite score for each census tract in the state. The higher the score, the healthier the community conditions based on 25 community characteristics. The scores are then converted to a percentile to compare it to other tracts in the state.  A census tract must be in the 25th percentile or less to qualify as a disadvantaged community. Data and maps found can be found at California Healthy Places Index at https://healthyplacesindex.org. Access the map directly at https://map.healthyplacesindex.org/. View step-by-step HPI tutorial videos at: https://healthyplacesindex.org/how-to/.
The Healthy Places Index (HPI) includes a composite score for each census tract in the state. The higher the score, the healthier the community conditions based on 25 community characteristics. The scores are then converted to a percentile to compare it to other tracts in the state.  A census tract must be in the 25th percentile or less to qualify as a disadvantaged community. Data and maps found can be found at California Healthy Places Index at https://healthyplacesindex.org. Access the map directly at https://map.healthyplacesindex.org/. View step-by-step HPI tutorial videos at: https://healthyplacesindex.org/how-to/.
Census Tract/Block Group/Place #
Population 
HPI Percentile
Median Household Income Table
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the HPI percentile is greater than 25%, this program does not qualify for this option. 
Select yes or no to indicate if project is located within Federally Recognized Tribal Lands or is being submitted by a federally recognized Tribal Government.
School
Total Student Enrollment
Approx. # of Students Living Along School Route Proposed	
Total
Data in this table will be automatically populated with the school data entered in Application Part 3.
a.         Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations. Specific destinations must be identified. And/or describe the existing negative effects of the barrier to be removed and how the project addresses the existing barrier. (Max of 750 Words)
b.         For projects with a non-infrastructure element, describe the NI program, the population it will serve, and how the program will use NI components (e.g., encouragement and education) to address the need(s) identified above with the goal of increasing walking and/or biking to community identified destinations within the program area. (Max of 500 Words)
c.         Applicants must provide a map of each gap closure identifying the gap and connections, and/or of the new route location, and/or the barrier location and improvement. For projects with non-infrastructure elements, applicants must include the NI program boundaries and if its a SRTS NI program, identify the school locations.
# of Crashes	
Pedestrian
Bicycle
Total
Average Per Year
Fatalities
Injuries
Total
Crash Data Table
Part B: Narrative Questions
Leveraging Funds Point Table
Part B: Narrative Questions
Part B: Narrative Questions
Part B: Narrative Questions
The Median Household Income (Table ID B19013) is less than 80% of the statewide median based on the most current Census Tract (ID 140) level data from the 2015-2019 American Community Survey (ACS) (<$60,188). Communities with a population less than 15,000 may use data at the Census Block Group (ID 150) level. Unincorporated communities may use data at the Census Place (ID 160) level. Data is available at: https://data.census.gov/cedsci/?intcmp=aff_cedsci_banner
Census Tract/Block Group/Place #
Population 
MHI  
Median Household Income Table
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the median household income is greater than $60,188, this program does not qualify for this option. 
An area identified as among the most disadvantaged 25% in the state according to the CalEPA and based on the California Communities Environmental Health Screening Tool 4.0 (CalEnviroScreen 4.0) scores (score must be greater than 40.05). This list can be found at the following link under SB 535 List of Disadvantaged Communities:
https://oehha.ca.gov/media/downloads/calenviroscreen/document/calenviroscreen40resultsdatadictionaryf2021.zip 
NOTE: Use the CES 4.0 Score value from Column H only! The Census Tract number is in Column A, the Population is in Column B.
Census Tract/Block Group/Place #
Population 
CalEnviroScreen Score
Cal Enviro Screen Table
(to be used for qualifying as benefiting a DAC only)
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the CalEnviroScreen score is less than 40.05, this program does not qualify for this option. 
At least 75% of public school students in the project area are eligible to receive free or reduced-price meals under the National School Lunch Program. Data is available at: https://www.cde.ca.gov/ds/ad/documents/frpm1920.xlsx (auto filled from Part A). Applicants using this measure must demonstrate how the project benefits the school students in the project area.  Project must be located within two miles of the school(s) represented by this criteria. 
NOTE: Use the value from Column V only! The School Name is in Column G, the Enrollment is in Column R.
School Name
School Enrollment
% of Students Eligible for FRPM
Data for this table is automatically populated with the school data entered on Application Part 3.
(to be used for qualifying as benefiting a DAC only) 
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the percentage of students eligible for the Free or Reduced Price Meals program is less than 75%, this program does not qualify for this option. 
The Healthy Places Index (HPI) includes a composite score for each census tract in the state. The higher the score, the healthier the community conditions based on 25 community characteristics. The scores are then converted to a percentile to compare it to other tracts in the state.  A census tract must be in the 25th percentile or less to qualify as a disadvantaged community. Data and maps found can be found at California Healthy Places Index at https://healthyplacesindex.org. Access the map directly at https://map.healthyplacesindex.org/. View step-by-step HPI tutorial videos at: https://healthyplacesindex.org/how-to/.
The Healthy Places Index (HPI) includes a composite score for each census tract in the state. The higher the score, the healthier the community conditions based on 25 community characteristics. The scores are then converted to a percentile to compare it to other tracts in the state.  A census tract must be in the 25th percentile or less to qualify as a disadvantaged community. Data and maps found can be found at California Healthy Places Index at https://healthyplacesindex.org. Access the map directly at https://map.healthyplacesindex.org/. View step-by-step HPI tutorial videos at: https://healthyplacesindex.org/how-to/.
Census Tract/Block Group/Place #
Population 
HPI Percentile
Median Household Income Table
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the HPI percentile is greater than 25%, this program does not qualify for this option. 
Select yes or no to indicate if a project is located within Federally Recognized Tribal Lands or is being submitted by a federally recognized Tribal Government.
School
Total Student Enrollment
Approx. # of Students Living Along School Route Proposed	
Total
Data in this table will be automatically populated with the school data entered in Application Part 3.
# of Crashes	
Pedestrian
Bicycle
Total
Average Per Year
Fatalities
Injuries
Total
Crash Data Table
Part B: Narrative Questions
Part B: Narrative Questions
The Median Household Income (Table ID B19013) is less than 80% of the statewide median based on the most current Census Tract (ID 140) level data from the 2015-2019 American Community Survey (ACS) (<$60,188). Communities with a population less than 15,000 may use data at the Census Block Group (ID 150) level. Unincorporated communities may use data at the Census Place (ID 160) level. Data is available at: https://data.census.gov/cedsci/?intcmp=aff_cedsci_banner
Census Tract/Block Group/Place #
Population 
MHI  
Median Household Income Table
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the median household income is greater than $60,188, this program does not qualify for this option. 
An area identified as among the most disadvantaged 25% in the state according to the CalEPA and based on the California Communities Environmental Health Screening Tool 4.0 (CalEnviroScreen 4.0) scores (score must be greater than 40.05). This list can be found at the following link under SB 535 List of Disadvantaged Communities:
https://oehha.ca.gov/media/downloads/calenviroscreen/document/calenviroscreen40resultsdatadictionaryf2021.zip 
NOTE: Use the CES 4.0 Score value from Column H only! The Census Tract number is in Column A, the Population is in Column B.
Census Tract/Block Group/Place #
Population 
CalEnviroScreen Score
Cal Enviro Screen Table
(to be used for qualifying as benefiting a DAC only)
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the CalEnviroScreen score is less than 40.05, this program does not qualify for this option. 
At least 75% of public school students in the project area are eligible to receive free or reduced-price meals under the National School Lunch Program. Data is available at: https://www.cde.ca.gov/ds/ad/documents/frpm1920.xlsx (auto filled from Part A). Applicants using this measure must demonstrate how the project benefits the school students in the project area.  Project must be located within two miles of the school(s) represented by this criteria. 
NOTE: Use the value from Column V only! The School Name is in Column G, the Enrollment is in Column R.
School Name
School Enrollment
% of Students Eligible for FRPM
Data for this table is automatically populated with the school data entered on Application Part 3.
(to be used for qualifying as benefiting a DAC only) 
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the percentage of students eligible for the Free or Reduced Price Meals program is less than 75%, this program does not qualify for this option. 
The Healthy Places Index (HPI) includes a composite score for each census tract in the state. The higher the score, the healthier the community conditions based on 25 community characteristics. The scores are then converted to a percentile to compare it to other tracts in the state.  A census tract must be in the 25th percentile or less to qualify as a disadvantaged community. Data and maps found can be found at California Healthy Places Index at https://healthyplacesindex.org. Access the map directly at https://map.healthyplacesindex.org/. View step-by-step HPI tutorial videos at: https://healthyplacesindex.org/how-to/.
The Healthy Places Index (HPI) includes a composite score for each census tract in the state. The higher the score, the healthier the community conditions based on 25 community characteristics. The scores are then converted to a percentile to compare it to other tracts in the state.  A census tract must be in the 25th percentile or less to qualify as a disadvantaged community. Data and maps found can be found at California Healthy Places Index at https://healthyplacesindex.org. Access the map directly at https://map.healthyplacesindex.org/. View step-by-step HPI tutorial videos at: https://healthyplacesindex.org/how-to/.
Census Tract/Block Group/Place #
Population 
HPI Percentile
Median Household Income Table
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the HPI percentile is greater than 25%, this program does not qualify for this option. 
Select yes or no to indicate if project is located within Federally Recognized Tribal Lands or is being submitted by a federally recognized Tribal Government.
School
Total Student Enrollment
Approx. # of Students Living Along School Route Proposed	
Total
Data in this table will be automatically populated with the school data entered in Application Part 3.
Select option that best describes the N I Program.
# of Crashes	
Pedestrian
Bicycle
Total
Average Per Year
Fatalities
Injuries
Total
Crash Data Table
A.         Describe who was engaged in the identification and development of this program. How were they engaged? Describe the type, extent, and duration of outreach and engagement conducted to relevant stakeholders. What was their feedback and how was it incorporated into the program proposal? Describe the strategies used to address engagement challenges that arose due to the COVID-19 pandemic and any unique engagement challenges that the community faced. (5 points max) (Max of 700 words)
B.         Describe how stakeholders will continue to be engaged in the implementation of the program. Include which agencies and stakeholder groups (e.g., public health, Community Based Organizations, public schools, law enforcement, or other non-traditional partners) 
      will be involved in implementing the program. (10 points max) (Max of 700 words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
A.         How will the effectiveness of the program be measured? Describe the effectiveness measures that will be evaluated (public support, mode shift, knowledge increase, safety, etc.) and the tools that will be used (such as surveys, counts, observations, etc.) to quantify the success. (5 points max) (Max of 300 words)
B.         How will the program be sustained after completion? As you address this question, consider the following: (5 points max) 
Train the Trainer"How-to" toolkits and guides to transfer the program materials and equipment to another party (e.g., teachers, school district, parent volunteers, PTA, an after-school program, community volunteers, community organization)Other sources of funding                               (Max of 300 words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
A.         Does this program propose any elements that are new to the region? AND/OR does this program utilize any recognized best practices that have been proven successful in a similar local community context? Explain why the program chose to include these elements. 
                  (5 points max) (Max of 500 words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Part B: Narrative Questions
Part B: Narrative Questions
The Median Household Income (Table ID B19013) is less than 80% of the statewide median based on the most current Census Tract (ID 140) level data from the 2015-2019 American Community Survey (ACS) (<$60,188). Communities with a population less than 15,000 may use data at the Census Block Group (ID 150) level. Unincorporated communities may use data at the Census Place (ID 160) level. Data is available at: https://data.census.gov/cedsci/?intcmp=aff_cedsci_banner 
Census Tract/Block Group/Place #
Population 
MHI  
Median Household Income Table
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the median household income is greater than $60,188, this program does not qualify for this option. 
An area identified as among the most disadvantaged 25% in the state according to the CalEPA and based on the California Communities Environmental Health Screening Tool 4.0 (CalEnviroScreen 4.0) scores (score must be greater than 40.05). This list can be found at the following link under SB 535 List of Disadvantaged Communities:
https://oehha.ca.gov/media/downloads/calenviroscreen/document/calenviroscreen40resultsdatadictionaryf2021.zip 
NOTE: Use the CES 4.0 Score value from Column H only! The Census Tract number is in Column A, the Population is in Column B.
Census Tract/Block Group/Place #
Population 
CalEnviroScreen Score
Cal Enviro Screen Table
(to be used for qualifying as benefiting a DAC only)
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the CalEnviroScreen score is less than 40.05, this program does not qualify for this option. 
At least 75% of public school students in the project area are eligible to receive free or reduced-price meals under the National School Lunch Program. Data is available at: https://www.cde.ca.gov/ds/ad/documents/frpm1920.xlsx (auto filled from Part A). Applicants using this measure must demonstrate how the project benefits the school students in the project area.  Project must be located within two miles of the school(s) represented by this criteria. 
NOTE: Use the value from Column V only! The School Name is in Column G, the Enrollment is in Column R.
School Name
School Enrollment
% of Students Eligible for FRPM
Data for this table is automatically populated with the school data entered on Application Part 3.
(to be used for qualifying as benefiting a DAC only) 
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the percentage of students eligible for the Free or Reduced Price Meals program is less than 75%, this program does not qualify for this option. 
Since the percentage of students eligible for the Free or Reduced Price Meals program is less than 75%, this program does not qualify for this option. 
Census Tract/Block Group/Place #
Population 
HPI Percentile
Median Household Income Table
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the HPI percentile is greater than 25%, this program does not qualify for this option. 
Select yes or no to indicate if project is located within Federally Recognized Tribal Lands or is being submitted by a federally recognized Tribal Government.
Priority. Select One.
A.         Describe who will be engaged in the creation of the plan. Identify key community stakeholders, and any other stakeholders. (5 points max) (Max of 250 words)
B.         Describe how stakeholders will be engaged in the development of the plan. Describe your intended outreach methods during the plan’s development (e.g., charrettes; community workshops; pop-up events; social media, etc.), including the number of outreach activities and estimated number of people reached. How will you maximize the accessibility of the community engagement process? (e.g., providing translation, interpretation, and child care services; selecting times/locations convenient to the general public; ensuring culturally/linguistically appropriate materials). Describe the strategies that you will use to address any engagement challenges that you expect to arise due to the ongoing COVID-19 pandemic and any unique challenges you expect to face.(15 points max) 
      (Max of 700 words)
C.         Describe how you intend to maintain ongoing outreach with stakeholders to communicate changes to the draft plan and how the stakeholders' input was addressed. In addition, how do you intend to keep the community and stakeholders updated following plan adoption? (5 points max) (Max of 500 words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Part B: Narrative Questions
Part B: Narrative Questions
Mapped Narrative Questions
Checkboxes for B9(IL), B8(IM), B6(IS), and B8(NI)
1.2
10/01/2015
Local Assistance (ATP)
ATP Application Form
Forms Management Unit
Caltrans
6/3/16
Success
Santa Maria, City of
Infrastructure - Medium
Active Santa Maria Safe Routes to School Corridor Improvements
5074 linear feet (LF) of Class I Path, 4808 LF of Class II bike lane, 11345 LF of Class III bike route, 1286 LF of Class IV bikeway, and many crossing improvements.
In Santa Maria on Fesler St from Blosser Rd to Bradley Rd, on Bradley Rd from Fesler St to Stowell Road, Jones St from College Ave to Suey Rd
23/24
24/25
24/25
25/26
-
3
3
4
6
10
13
14
17
19
20
40
Access Services
Adelanto, City of
Agoura Hills, City of
Alameda - Contra Costa Transit District
Alameda Corridor Transportation Authority
Alameda County
Alameda County Congestion Management Agency
Alameda County Social Services Agency
Alameda County Transit District
Alameda County Transportation Authority
Alameda County Transportation Commission
Alameda County Transportation Improvement Authority
Alameda County Waste Management Authority
Alameda, City of
Albany, City of
Alhambra, City of
Aliso Viejo, City of
Alliance For Survival
Alpine County
Alpine County Transportation Commission
Alturas, City of
Amador Central Railroad Company
Amador City, City of
Amador County
Amador County Transportation Commission
Amador Rapid Transit System
American Canyon, City of
American Land Conservancy
American River Conservancy
American River Land Trust
American Rivers
Amigos De Los Rios
Anaheim, City of
Anderson, City of
Angels Camp, City of
Antelope Valley Transit Authority
Antioch, City of
Apple Valley, Town of
Arcade Creek Recreation and Park District
Arcadia, City of
Arcata, City of
Arden Manor Recreation and Park District
Arroyo Grande, City of
Artesia, City of
Arvin, City of
Association Of Monterey Bay Area Governments
Atascadero, City of
Atchison Topeka Santa Fe Railroad Company
Atherton, Town of
Atwater, City of
Auburn, City of
Avalon, City of
Avenal, City of
Azusa, City of
Back Country Land Trust of San Diego County
Bakersfield, City of
Baldwin Hills Regional Conservation Authority
Baldwin Park, City of
Banning, City of
Barstow City/County Transit Agency
Barstow, City of
Bay Area Air Quality Management District
Beach Erosion Authority for Clean Oceans and Nourishment (BEACON)
Bear River Band of Rohnerville Rancheria
Bear River Recreation and Park District
Bear Yuba Land Trust
Beaumont, City of
Bell Gardens, City of
Bell, City of
Bellflower, City of
Belmont, City of
Belvedere, City of
Benicia, City of
Berkeley Redevelopment Agency
Berkeley, City of
Beverly Hills, City of
Big Bear Lake, City of
Big Bear Municipal Water District
Big Sur Land Trust
Biggs, City of
Bishop, City of
Blue Lake, City of
Blythe, City of
Bradbury, City of
Brawley, City of
Brea, City of
Brentwood, City of
Brisbane, City of
Buellton, City of
Buena Park, City of
Burbank Glendale Pasadena Airport Authority
Burbank, City of
Bureau of Indian Affairs/Susanville Indian Rancheria
Burlingame, City of
Butte County
Butte County Air Quality Management District
Butte County Association of Governments
Cachuma Operation and Maintenance Board
Cal State Univeristy Los Angeles, Auxillary Services, Inc
Calabasas, City of
Calaveras Council of Governments
Calaveras County
Calexico, City of
Calif. Coastal Conservancy
Calif. Conservation Corps
California City, City of
California Department of Fish and Wildlife
California Department of Highway Patrol
California Department of Transportation
California Department of Transportation - ATRC
California High Speed Rail
California Northern Railroad
California Polytechnic State University
California Science Center
California State Parks - Northern Buttes
California State Railroad Museum
California State University  Fresno
California State University, Bakersfield
California State University, Fresno
California State University, Sacramento
California State University,Montery Bay
California Tahoe Conservancy
California Western Railroad
California Wildlife Conservation Board
California Wildlife Foundation
Calimesa, City of
Calipatria, City of
Calistoga, City of
Camarillo, City of
Cambria Community Services District
Camino Placerville Tahoe Railroad
Campbell, City of
Canyon Lake, City of
Capital Southeast Connector
Capitol Corridor
Capitola, City of
Carlsbad, City of
Carmel By The Sea, City of
Carpinteria, City of
Carson, City of
Cathedral City, City of
Center for Natural Lands Management
Central Calif. Traction Company
Central Contra Costa Transit Authority
Central Unified School District
Central Union School District
Centre City Development Corporation
Ceres, City of
Cerritos, City of
Chico, City of
Chino Hills, City of
Chino, City of
Chowchilla Water District
Chowchilla, City of
Chula Vista Elementary School District
Chula Vista, City of
Citrus Heights, City of
City Heights Community Development Corporation
City/County Association of Governments of San Mateo County
Claremont, City of
Clayton, City of
Clearlake, City of
Cloverdale, City of
Clovis Unified School District
Clovis, City of
Coachella Valley Association of Governments
Coachella Valley Conservation Commission
Coachella Valley Mountains Conservancy
Coachella, City of
Coalinga, City of
Coastal Conservation and Research Inc.
Colfax, City of
Collier Interpretive and Information Center
Colma, Town of
Colton, City of
Colusa County
Colusa County Transportation Commission
Colusa, City of
Commerce, City of
Community Conservation Solutions
Community Services and Employment Training
Commuter Transportation Service Inc.
Compton, City of
Concord, City of
Contra Costa County
Contra Costa Transportation Authority (CCTA)
Corcoran, City of
Corning, City of
Corona, City of
Coronado, City of
Corte Madera, Town of
Costa Mesa, City of
Cotati, City of
Cotati-Rohnert Park Unified School District
Council for Tribal Employment Rights
Council of San Benito County Governments
County Of San Diego Dept. Of Parks And Recreation
Covina, City of
Crescent City, City of
Crockett Communuty Foundation
Cross Valley Rail Corridor Joint Powers Authority
Cudahy, City of
Cuesta College
Culver City, City of
Cupertino, City of
Cypress, City of
Daly City, City of
Dana Point, City of
Danville, Town of
Davis, City of
Death Valley National Park
Del Mar, City of
Del Norte County
Del Norte Local Transportation Commission
Del Rey Oaks, City of
Delano Union School District
Delano, City of
Department Of Fish And Game
Department Of General Services
Department of Parks and Recreation
Department of Water Resources
Desert Hot Springs, City of
Desert Tortoise Preserve Committee
Diamond Bar, City of
Dinuba, City of
Dixon, City of
Dorris, City of
Dos Palos, City of
Downey, City of
Duarte, City of
Dublin, City of
Ducks Unlimited
Dunsmuir, City of
East Bay Municipal Utility District
East Bay Regional Park District
East Palo Alto, City of
Eastern Sierra Land Trust
Eastvale, City of
El Cajon, City of
El Centro, City of
El Cerrito, City of
El Dorado County
El Dorado County Nonurbanized Area
El Dorado County Transit Authority
El Dorado County Transportation Commission
El Monte, City of
El Paso De Robles, City of
El Segundo, City of
Elk Grove Community Services Dist
Elk Grove, City of
Emeryville, City of
Encinitas, City of
Environmental Health Coalition
Escalon, City of
Escondido, City of
Etna, City of
Eureka, City of
Exeter, City of
Fairfax, Town of
Fairfield, City of
Fallbrook Land Conservancy
Family Service Agency of the Central Coast
Farmersville, City of
Feather River Park District
Feather RIvers Land Trust
Ferndale, City of
Fillmore, City of
Fire Safe Marin
Firebaugh, City of
Folsom Community Development
Folsom, City of
Fontana, City of
Foothill Eastern Transportation Corridor
Foothill Transit Zone
Fort Bragg, City of
Fort Jones, City of
Fort Ord Reuse Authority
Fortuna, City of
Foster City, City of
Fountain Valley, City of
Fowler, City of
Fremont, City of
Fresno Area Express
Fresno Council of Governments
Fresno County
Fresno County Rural Transit Agency
Fresno County Transportation Authority
Fresno Metropolitan Flood Control District
Fresno Unified School District
Fresno, City of
Friends of the Desert Mountains
Friends Of The Urban Forest
Fullerton, City of
Galt, City of
Garden Grove, City of
Gardena, City of
Gateway Cities Council of Governments
Gilroy, City of
Glendale, City of
Glendora, City of
Glenn County
Glenn County Transportation Commission
Gold Country Telecare, Inc
Golden Empire Transit District
Golden Gate Bridge, Highway And Transportation Distri
Golden West Community Services District
Goleta Valley Beautiful
Goleta, City of
Gonzales, City of
Grand Terrace, City of
Grass Valley, City of
Great Basin Valleys Air Basin
Greenfield, City of
Greenspace - the Cambria Land Trust
Gridley, City of
Groveland Community Services District
Grover Beach, City of
Guadalupe, City of
Gustine City, City of
Half Moon Bay, City of
Hanford, City of
Harbor Belt Line Railroad
Hawaiian Gardens, City of
Hawthorne, City of
Hayward Area Recreation And Park District
Hayward, City of
Healdsburg, City of
Hemet, City of
Hercules, City of
Hermosa Beach, City of
Hesperia, City of
Hidden Hills, City of
Highland, City of
Highway 1 Construction Authority
Hillsborough, Town of
Hollister, City of
Hollywood Beautification Team
Holton Inter-Urban Railway Company
Holtville, City of
Hoopa Valley Tribe
Hughson, City of
Humboldt Bay Harbor Recreation & Conservation District
Humboldt County
Humboldt County Association of Governments
Humboldt County Resource Conservation
Humboldt Transit Authority
Huntington Beach, City of
Huntington Park, City of
Huron, City of
I-5 Consortium of Cities, Joint Powers Authority
Imperial Beach, City of
Imperial County
Imperial County Transportation Commission
Imperial Valley Association of Governments
Imperial, City of
Indian Wells, City of
Indio, City of
Industry, City of
Inglewood, City of
Inland Empire West Resource Conservation District
Inland Valley Development Agency
Inyo County
Inyo County Transportation Commission
Inyo National Forest
Ione, City of
Iron Mountain Conservancy
Irvine, City of
Irwindale, City of
Isleton, City of
Jackson, City of
Jenny Lind Veterans Memorial District
Jurupa Valley, City of
Kerman, City of
Kern Council of Governments
Kern County - D6
Kern County - D9
Kern County Parks and Recreation Department
Kern County Superintendent of Schools
Kern County Transportation Management Agency
Kern Regional Transit
King City, City of
Kings Canyon Unified School District
Kings County
Kings County Area Public Transit Agency
Kings County Association of Governments
Kings County Association of Governments - RTPA
Kings River Conservation District
Kingsburg, City of
Kiwanis Club Of Smith River
Koreatown Youth and Community Center
La Canada Flintridge, City of
La Habra Heights, City of
La Habra, City of
La Jolla Band of Luiseño Indians
La Mesa, City of
La Mirada, City of
La Palma, City of
La Puente, City of
La Quinta, City of
LA SAFE
La Verne, City of
Lafayette, City of
Laguna Beach, City of
Laguna de Santa Rosa Foundation
Laguna Hills, City of
Laguna Niguel, City of
Laguna Woods, City of
Lake County
Lake County Air Basin
Lake County/City Area Planning Council
Lake Elsinore, City of
Lake Forest, City of
Lake Tahoe Air Basin
Lake Transit Authority
Lakeport, City of
Lakeside's River Park Conservancy
Lakewood, City of
Lancaster, City of
Land Conservancy Of San Luis Obispo County
Land Trust for Santa Barbara County
Larkspur, City of
Lassen County
Lassen County Department of Community Development
Lassen County Transportation Commission
Lassen Transit Service Agency
Lathrop,City of
Lawndale, City of
Lemon Grove, City of
Lemoore, City of
Leonis Adobe  Association
Lincoln, City of
Lindsay, City of
Live Oak, City of
Livermore Amador Valley Transit Authority
Livermore, City of
Livingston, City of
Lodi Unified School District
Lodi, City of
Loma Linda, City of
Lomita, City of
Lompoc Unified School District (LUSD)
Lompoc, City of
Long Beach Transportation Company
Long Beach, City of
Loomis, Town of
Los Alamitos, City of
Los Altos Hills, Town of
Los Altos, City of
Los Angeles Conservation Corps
Los Angeles County
Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority
Los Angeles Junction Railway Company
Los Angeles Unified School District (LAUSD)
Los Angeles, City of
Los Banos, City of
Los Gatos, Town of
Loyalton, City of
Lynwood, City of
Madera County
Madera County Transportation Commission
Madera County Transportation Commission -RTPA
Madera Irrigation District
Madera Unified School District
Madera, City of
Malibu, City of
Mammoth Lakes, Town of
Manhattan Beach, City of
Manteca, City of
March Joint Powers Authority
Maricopa, City of
Marin Audubon Society
Marin Conservation Corps
Marin County
Marin County Open Space District
Marin County Transit District
Marin ReLeaf
Marina, City of
Mariposa County
Mariposa County Fair
Mariposa County Transportation Commission
Martinez, City of
Marysville, City of
Maywood, City of
McFarland, City of
Mendocino Council of Governments
Mendocino County
Mendocino County Health and Human Services Agency
Mendocino Land Trust
Mendocino Transit Authority
Mendota, City of
Menifee, City of
Menlo Park, City of
Merced County
Merced County Association of Governments
Merced, City of
Metro Gold Line Foothill Extension Construction Authority
Metropilitan Transportation Commission (MTC)
Metropolitan Transportation Commission
Midpeninsula Regional Open Space District
Mill Valley, City of
Millbrae, City of
Milpitas, City of
Mini-Monarchtra
Mission Resource Conservation District
Mission Viejo, City of
Modesto And Empire Traction Company
Modesto, City of
Modoc County
Modoc County Transportation Commission
Mojave Desert Air Basin
Mojave Desert Air Quality Management District
Mono County
Mono County Transportation Commission
Monrovia, City of
Montague, City of
Montclair, City of
Monte Sereno, City of
Montebello, City of
Monterey County
Monterey County Park District
Monterey County Water Resources Agency
Monterey Park, City of
Monterey Salinas Transit
Monterey, City of
Moorpark, City of
Moraga, Town of
Moreno Valley, City of
Morgan Hill, City of
Morongo Basin Transit Authority
Morro Bay, City of
Moss Landing Harbor District
Mother Lode Fair
Mount San Jacinto Community College District
Mountain Area Regional Transit Authority
Mountain Counties Air Basin
Mountain View, City of
Mountains Recreation And Conservation Auth.
Mt Shasta, City of
Muir Heritage Land Trust
Murrieta, City of
Napa County
Napa County Office of Education
Napa County Transportation Planning Agency
Napa Valley Transportation Authority
Napa Valley Wine Train
Napa, City of
National City, City of
National Park Service, Pacific West Region
National Railroad Corporation (AMTRAK)
Natomas Unified School District
Natural Heritage Foundation, Inc.
Needles, City of
Nevada City, City of
Nevada County
Nevada County Transportation Commission
Newark, City of
Newman, City of
Newport Beach, City of
Norco, City of
North Bakersfield Recreation & Park District
North Central Coast Air Basin
North Coast Air Basin
North Coast Railroad Authority
North County Public Recreation District
North County Transit District
North Highlands Park And Rec. District
North San Diego County Transit District
North Western Pacific Railroad Company
Northeast Plateau Air Basin
Northwestern Pacific Railroad Authority
Norwalk, City of
Novato, City of
Oakdale, City of
Oakland Private Industry Council, Inc.
Oakland, City of
Oakley, City of
Oceano Community Services District
Oceanside, City of
Office of Exposition Park Management
Ojai, City of
Olivenhain Municipal Water District
Omnitrans
Ontario, City of
Orange County
Orange County Council of Governments
Orange County Transit District
Orange County Transportation Authority (OCTA)
Orange County Transportation Commission
Orange Cove, City of
Orange, City of
Orangeline Development Authority
Orinda, City of
Orland, City of
Oroville, City of
Our City Forest
Oxnard Harbor District
Oxnard, City of
Pacific Grove, City of
Pacifica, City of
Padilla and Associates
Palm Desert, City of
Palm Springs, City of
Palmdale, City of
Palo Alto, City of
Palo Verde Valley Transit Agency
Palos Verdes Estates, City of
Paradise, Town of
Paramount, City of
Parlier Unified School District
Parlier, City of
Parsons Brinkerhoff Quade & Douglas
Partners for Bass Lake Resources
Pasadena Metro Blue Line Construction Authority
Pasadena, City of
Patterson, City of
Peninsula Joint Powers Board
Peninsula Open Space Trust
People for Trees
Perris, City of
Petaluma Transit
Petaluma, City of
Pico Rivera, City of
Piedmont, City of
Pinole, City of
Pismo Beach, City of
Pittsburg, City of
Placentia, City of
Placer County
Placer County Nonurbanized Area
Placer County Transportation Planning Agency
Placer Land Trust
Placerville, City of
Playa Vista Job Opportunities and Business Services
Pleasant Hill, City of
Pleasanton, City of
Plumas County
Plumas County Transportation Commission
Plymouth, City of
Point Arena, City of
Pomona Valley Transportation Authority
Pomona, City of
Port Hueneme, City of
Port Of Long Beach
Port Of Oakland
Port of Richmond
Port of San Francisco
Portals House
Porterville, City of
Portola Valley, Town of
Portola, City of
Poway, City of
Pride Industries/CTSA
Rancho Cordova, City of
Rancho Cucamonga, City of
Rancho Mirage, City of
Rancho Palos Verdes, City of
Rancho Santa Margarita, City of
Red Bluff, City of
Redding, City of
Redlands, City of
Redondo Beach, City
Redwood City, City of
Redwood Coast Transit Authority
Redwood Community Action Agency
Reedley, City of
Resources Agency
Rialto, City of
Richmond Belt Railway
Richmond, City of
Ride On Transportation
Ridgecrest, City of
Rio Dell, City of
Rio Vista, City of
Ripon, City of
River Partners
Riverbank, City of
Riverside Community College
Riverside County
Riverside County Transportation Commission
Riverside Habitat Conservancy
Riverside Transit Agency
Riverside, City of
Rocklin, City of
Rohnert Park, City of
Rolling Hills Estates, City of
Rolling Hills, City of
Rosamond Community Services District
Rosemead, City of
Roseville, City of
Ross, Town of
Sacramento Area Council of Governments
Sacramento County
Sacramento Employment and Training Agency
Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management District
Sacramento Northern Railroad
Sacramento Regional Transit District
Sacramento Transportation Authority
Sacramento Tree Foundation
Sacramento Valley Air Basin
Sacramento Valley Open Space Conservancy
Sacramento Yolo Port District Belt Railroad
Sacramento, City of
Salinas City Line
Salinas, City of
Salton Sea Air Basin
San Anselmo, Town of
San Benito County
San Benito County Local Transportation Authority
San Bernardino Associated Governments (SANBAG)
San Bernardino County
San Bernardino County Transportation Authority (SBCTA)
San Bernardino County Transportation Commission
San Bernardino Transit System
San Bernardino, City of
San Bruno, City of
San Carlos, City of
San Clemente, City of
San Diego & Imperial Valley Railroad
San Diego Air Basin
San Diego Association of Governments (SANDAG)
San Diego County
San Diego Metropolitan Transit Development Board
San Diego Regional Transportation Commission
San Diego State University Foundation
San Diego Unified Port District
San Diego Unified School District
San Diego, City of
San Dieguito Park District
San Dieguito River Park Joint Powers Authority
San Dieguito River Valley Regional Open Space Park
San Dieguito Transportation Cooperative
San Dimas, City of
San Elijo Lagoon Conservancy
San Fernando, City of
San Francisco Art Commission
San Francisco Bay Area Rapid Transit District
San Francisco Bay Area Water Transit Authority
San Francisco County
San Francisco County Transportation Authority
San Francisco Department of Public Health
San Francisco International Airport
San Francisco Municipal Railroad
San Francisco Municipal Transportation Agency
San Francisco Public Utilities Commission
San Francisco Redevelopment Agency
San Francisco, City of
San Francisco-Bay Area Air Basin
San Gabriel Valley Council of Governments
San Gabriel, City of
San Jacinto, City of
San Joaquin Corridor
San Joaquin Council of Governments
San Joaquin County
San Joaquin County Fair
San Joaquin Hills Transportation Corridor Agencies
San Joaquin Regional Rail Commission
San Joaquin River Conservancy
San Joaquin Valley Air Basin
San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District
San Joaquin, City of
San Jose Conservation Corps
San Jose, City of
San Juan Bautista, City of
San Juan Capistrano, City of
San Juan Unified School District
San Leandro, City of
San Luis Obispo Council of Governments
San Luis Obispo County
San Luis Obispo Regional Transit Agency
San Luis Obispo, City of
San Marcos, City of
San Marino, City of
San Mateo County
San Mateo County Transit District
San Mateo County Transportation Authority
San Mateo, City of
San Pablo, City of
San Rafael, City of
San Ramon Valley Fire Protection District
San Ramon, City of
Sand City, City of
Sanger Unified School District
Sanger, City of
Santa Ana, City of
Santa Barbara City College
Santa Barbara County
Santa Barbara County Air Pollution Control District
Santa Barbara County Assoc. of Governments
Santa Barbara Metropolitan Transit District
Santa Barbara, City of
Santa Clara County
Santa Clara County Traffic Authority
Santa Clara County Transit District
Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority
Santa Clara, City of
Santa Clarita, City of
Santa Cruz County
Santa Cruz County Redevelopment
Santa Cruz County Regional Transportation Commission
Santa Cruz Health Services Agency
Santa Cruz Metropolitan Transit District
Santa Cruz, City of
Santa Fe Springs, City of
Santa Maria Valley Railroad Company
Santa Maria, City of
Santa Monica Community College District
Santa Monica Mountains Conservancy
Santa Monica Municipal Bus
Santa Monica, City of
Santa Paula, City of
Santa Rosa, City of
Santee, City of
Saratoga, Town of
Sausalito, City of
Scotts Valley, City of
Seal Beach, City of
Seaside, City of
Sebastopol, City of
Selma, City of
Sequoya Challenge
Shafter, City of
Shasta County
Shasta County Regional Transportation Planning Agency
Shasta County RTPA
Shasta Lake, City of
Shasta Land Trust
Sierra County
Sierra County Transportation Commission
Sierra Madre, City of
Sierra Railroad Company
Sierra State Parks Foundation
Signal Hill, City of
Simi Recreation and Parks District
Simi Valley, City of
Siskiyou County
Siskiyou County Transportation Commission
SJRTD - San Joaquin Regional Transit District
Society Of American Foresters (Wintoon Chapter)
Solana Beach, City of
Solano County
Solano County Transit
Solano Transportation Authority
Soledad, City of
Solvang, City of
Sonoma County
Sonoma County Transit
Sonoma County Transportation Authority
Sonoma County Water Agency
Sonoma, City of
Sonoma-Marin Area Rail Transit District (SMART)
Sonora, City of
Sotoyome Resource Conservation District
South Bay Cities Council of Governments
South Central Coast Air Basin
South Coast Air Basin
South Coast Air Quality Management District
South Coast Area Transit
South County Area Transit
South El Monte, City of
South Gate, City of
South Lake Tahoe, City of
South Pasadena, City of
South San Francisco, City of
South Tahoe Area Transit Authority
South Yuba River Citizens League
Southern Calif. Rapid Transit District
Southern California Association of Governments
Southern California Regional Rail Authority
Southern Pacific Transportation Company
Southgate Recreation and Park District
SouthWest Transportation Agency
St. Helena, City of
Stallion Springs Community Services District
Stanislaus Council of Governments
Stanislaus County
Stanislaus County Fair
Stanislaus National Forest
Stanton, City of
Stockton Metopolitan Transit District
Stockton Port District
Stockton Public Belt Railroad
Stockton Terminal And Eastern Railroad
Stockton, City of
Stone Lakes National Wildlife Refuge
Suisun City, City of
Sunline Transit Agency
Sunnyvale, City of
Sunset Railway
Susanville, City of
Sutter County
Sutter Creek, City of
Taft, City of
Tahoe City Public Utility District
Tahoe Metropolitan Planning Organization
Tahoe Regional Planning Agency
Tahoe Transportation District
Tehachapi, City of
Tehama County
Tehama County Transportation Commission
Tehama, City of
Temecula, City of
Temple City, City of
The Back Country Land Trust
The Chaparral Lands Consevancy
The Hollywood Beautification Team
The Nature Conservancy
The Nature School
The Regents of the University of California
The Trust for Public Land
The University Corporation, CSUN
Thousand Oaks, City of
Tiburon, Town of
Tidewater Southern Railway Company
Torrance, City of
Tracy, City of
Transbay Joint Powers Authority
Transit Joint Powers Authority For Merced County
Transportation Agency for Monterey County
Transportation Authority of Marin
Transportation Corridor Agencies
Tree Fresno
Tree Musketeers
Tri Delta Transit
Triaxial Management Services, Inc
Tri-Counties Regional Park Group
Trinidad, City of
Trinity County
Trinity County Transportation Commission
Truckee Donner Land Trust
Truckee, Town of
Trust for Public Land
Tulare County
Tulare County Association of Governments
Tulare County Redevelopment Agency
Tulare Valley Railroad Company
Tulare, City of
Tulelake, City of
Tuolumne County
Tuolumne County Land Trust
Tuolumne County Transportation Council
Turlock, City of
Tustin, City of
Twentynine Palms, City of
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
U.S. Forest Service, Pacific Southwest Region
Ukiah,  City of
Union City, City of
Union Pacific Railroad
University Of California
University of California - Davis
University Of California - Riverside
University of California - San Diego
University of California - Santa Cruz
University of California at San Francisco
Upland, City of
USDI Bureau of Land Management
Vacaville, City of
Vallejo, City of
Venice Action Committee
Ventura County
Ventura County Railway Company
Ventura County Transportation Commission
Ventura, City of
Vernon, City of
Veterans Park
Victor Valley Transit Authority
Victorville, City of
Villa Park, City of
Visalia Electric Railroad Company
Visalia Unified School District
Visalia, City of
Vista, City of
Volcan Mountain Preserve Foundation
Walnut Creek, City of
Walnut, City of
Wasco, City of
Waterford, City of
Watershed Conservation Authority
Watershed Conservation Authority (WCA)
Watsonville, City of
Weed, City of
West Covina, City of
West Hollywood, City of
West Sacramento, City of
Western Contra Costa Transit Authority
Western Pacific Railroad
Western Riverside Cog
Western Shasta Resource Conservation District
Westlake Village, City of
Westminster, City of
Westmorland, City of
Wheatland, City of
Whittier, City of
Wildomar, City of
Williams, City of
Willits, City of
Willow Creek Community Services District
Willows, City of
Windsor, Town of
Winters, City of
Woodlake, City of
Woodland, City of
Woodside, Town of
Yolo County
Yolo County Transportation District
Yorba Linda, City of
Yosemite Area Regional Transportation System JPA
Yosemite National Park
Yountville, Town of
Yreka City, City of
Yuba City, City of
Yuba County
Yuba-Sutter Transit Authority
Yucaipa, City of
Empty
None
6312
5408
5435
6002
6246
5933
6273
6380
6017
6068
6480
6430
6481
5014
5178
5130
5480
6082
5931
6126
5120
6024
5228
5926
6127
6045
5470
6405
6256
6179
6483
6469
5055
5321
5206
6166
5038
5453
6304
5131
5021
6279
5199
5355
5370
6091
5423
6019
5261
5254
5077
5219
5424
5112
6463
5109
6347
5323
5214
6358
5298
6297
6361
6372
6309
6492
5209
5373
5272
5348
5268
5105
5003
6410
5057
5221
5426
6232
6291
5128
5125
5190
5233
5344
5167
5237
5300
5376
5471
5310
6178
5200
6329
5171
5912
6348
6092
6317
6384
5463
6128
5930
5168
6078
6110
5399
6499
6281
0000
6200
6377
6238
6426
6287
6459
6260
6324
6313
6495
6306
6254
6506
6059
6220
6191
5460
5243
5061
5393
6243
6021
5306
5461
6498
6295
5304
5308
5234
5397
5403
5430
6289
6038
6156
6424
6362
6278
5241
5325
5037
5467
5188
6417
5258
6445
5203
5475
6117
6419
5162
5386
5427
5039
6326
5208
6164
6486
6268
5294
5146
6432
5187
6310
5264
5065
5915
6129
5035
5362
6494
6352
6051
5078
5135
5928
6072
5223
5161
5104
5090
5232
5312
5383
6449
6383
6060
6163
5118
5013
6257
6356
5369
6282
5240
5318
5330
5196
5454
5434
5238
6371
5356
5901
6130
5313
6453
5227
6079
6280
6081
6248
5384
6189
5455
5143
5056
5179
5279
5334
5346
5432
6184
5183
6175
6075
5438
6467
5486
5211
5169
5239
5925
6131
6225
6157
5210
5084
5235
6109
5479
5106
5446
6192
5337
5081
5054
5017
5195
5277
5132
6123
6392
5368
6258
6482
5097
5222
6493
5224
6180
5288
5307
6061
6159
5088
5040
6355
5145
5409
5341
5173
5322
6008
6086
5942
6194
6058
6431
6336
5060
6439
6077
5133
5293
5328
5276
6415
5034
5144
5204
5911
6132
6375
6013
6003
6271
6437
5481
5296
5421
5023
6396
5295
6334
5140
6416
5359
5292
5230
5357
5091
6050
5387
5253
6229
5050
5027
5186
5117
5155
5452
5374
5449
6407
5191
5047
6460
6030
5174
7502
5411
6302
5904
6133
6487
6162
5181
5150
5305
6363
5329
5958
6471
6263
5134
5401
5275
5342
5164
6116
6505
5948
6134
6213
5311
6322
5410
5345
5260
5141
6218
5487
5291
6087
5950
5961
6265
6332
6214
6285
5194
6423
5945
6198
6408
6135
6284
5170
6113
6438
5417
5422
5266
7501
5207
5364
5319
5331
5433
6311
5149
5404
5270
6183
5468
5458
5476
5914
6400
6136
5074
5469
6275
6436
5076
6440
5315
5419
6119
6351
5166
5907
6301
6137
6427
5456
5360
5418
5115
6120
5089
5189
5297
6193
5053
5256
6443
5154
5407
5389
6502
5080
6048
5108
5442
5363
5324
5309
6080
5953
6065
6033
6508
5006
5160
5067
5119
5250
5941
6409
6138
6422
6414
5157
5462
5439
5212
5242
6274
5201
6368
6076
5927
6353
6343
6181
5416
5940
6433
6139
5024
5009
5265
5343
6140
5910
6500
6441
6241
5285
5483
5273
5939
6095
5085
6421
6160
6084
6231
5113
5299
5314
6012
6369
5451
6025
5059
5903
6141
6397
6199
5947
6142
5069
5180
5326
5339
5247
5944
6172
6315
5231
6011
5086
5436
5415
5441
5152
6235
5391
6389
6345
6340
6292
6395
5124
6115
5136
6333
5464
5921
6446
6429
6510
6240
5042
5066
6167
6318
6456
6255
5220
5018
5917
6144
5317
5172
5151
5394
6286
6401
6399
6242
6234
6376
6074
6042
6023
6393
6244
5347
5361
5153
6385
5012
5477
6247
5079
M010
5251
6412
6046
5092
5955
6413
6001
6071
6145
5301
5073
6420
5444
5185
5142
6290
6197
5129
5087
5350
6382
5414
5282
5378
5100
6391
5283
5425
5336
6454
5252
6378
6354
6294
5064
5244
6170
6267
6403
5198
6039
5022
5351
5156
5126
5289
5127
5269
5919
6146
6158
6390
5015
6379
5375
5101
5909
6147
5236
5175
6339
5070
5302
6108
6057
6451
6169
6186
5122
5390
5290
5428
6374
5482
5420
5412
5413
5478
5052
5068
5083
5093
5029
6428
6114
5216
6259
5205
6035
5137
6444
5385
5396
5099
5286
6452
5255
6360
5956
6054
6188
6165
5058
5095
5379
5349
5335
6479
5358
5182
5176
6085
5924
6381
6236
6032
6005
6228
6491
6394
6370
6034
5002
6010
5045
6398
5159
5943
6442
6053
5954
6507
6148
6009
5033
5226
5267
5274
6026
6100
6066
5957
6041
6056
6269
6350
6223
5004
6177
6470
6124
6366
5367
6468
5202
6217
6000
6365
5934
6272
6447
6097
6016
6328
6216
6476
5001
6104
6303
5217
5075
6296
6088
5929
6266
6064
6262
6251
6102
6335
5245
6252
5005
5103
5372
6501
5041
6096
5949
6161
5016
5381
5218
5935
6014
6069
5102
5303
5043
6325
5437
5366
6509
5197
5063
6173
5951
6307
6090
6007
5007
5937
6067
6006
6264
5019
5450
5936
6182
6149
6448
6004
5025
5340
6027
5138
6418
6277
6047
5107
5121
5028
5429
5332
5098
5400
5229
5316
5123
5096
6230
5281
5906
6093
6496
5474
6346
5913
6150
5158
6055
6222
5262
6215
5405
5902
6151
6245
6112
5445
5923
6497
6249
5248
5443
5920
6331
6364
6485
5114
6411
5010
6465
6237
6402
6098
6373
6196
6327
5352
5257
5398
5071
5177
6455
6484
6043
6049
6187
6018
6168
6338
5051
6270
6089
5938
6253
6174
5327
6044
6349
6037
6028
5008
6316
5032
6052
5213
6036
5116
5918
5215
5193
6227
6359
6125
6478
5184
5908
6152
5148
5459
5365
6276
6488
6320
6083
6323
6300
6489
6319
5392
5388
6031
5249
5192
6503
6308
6143
6406
6298
6111
6466
6341
6386
6176
5036
5905
6153
6450
5473
6185
5946
6094
6367
6239
5072
5280
5932
6321
6154
5165
5271
5448
6250
6190
5049
5354
6020
6073
6387
6344
6283
6171
6342
5147
6219
5094
5030
6122
5952
6029
6155
5026
5139
6288
6261
5380
5377
6040
6357
5044
5382
6404
5225
5353
5287
5406
6473
6464
5031
5371
5259
5440
5447
6226
6022
6107
6388
5431
5338
5278
5048
5111
5484
5246
5082
6330
5062
5472
5110
5284
5046
5333
5922
6195
5402
6305
6221
5395
5020
5163
5916
6224
5457
5466
Yes
No
1
145
11
16
39
No
attached31
Arcadia
Adelanto
Agoura Hills
Alameda
Albany
Alhambra
Alturas
Amador City
American Canyon
Anaheim
Anderson
Angels Camp
Antioch
Apple Valley
Arcata
Arroyo Grande
Artesia
Arvin
Aliso Viejo
Atascadero
Atherton
Atwater
Auburn
Avalon
Avenal
Azusa
Banning
Beaumont
Big Bear Lake
Bradbury
Bell
Benicia
Berkeley
Bellflower
Bell Gardens
Biggs
Bishop
Bakersfield
Blue Lake
Buellton
Belvedere
Blythe
Belmont
Buena Park
Burbank
Brea
Brawley
Brisbane
Barstow
Brentwood
Burlingame
Beverly Hills
Baldwin Park
Calabasas
California City
Carpinteria
Carlsbad
Cudahy
Ceres
Colfax
Chico
Chino
Chino Hills
Citrus Heights
Chula Vista
Chowchilla
Claremont
Culver City
Clearlake
Colma
Coalinga
Clovis
Calipatria
Colusa
Cloverdale
Calexico
Corte Madera
Campbell
Carmel-by-the-Sea
Commerce
Camarillo
Costa Mesa
Calimesa
Concord
Corning
Canyon Lake
Coachella
Colton
Compton
Corona
Coronado
Cotati
Covina
Cupertino
Capitola
Crescent City
Corcoran
Carson
Cerritos
Calistoga
Cathedral City
Cypress
Clayton
Dana Point
Dinuba
Dublin
Desert Hot Springs
Daly City
Del Mar
Delano
Diamond Bar
Dunsmuir
Danville
Downey
Dos Palos
Del Rey Oaks
Dorris
Duarte
Davis
Dixon
Eastvale
El Cajon
El Centro
El Cerrito
Elk Grove
El Monte
Emeryville
Encinitas
East Palo Alto
Escondido
El Segundo
Escalon
Lake Elsinore
Etna
Eureka
Exeter
Fort Bragg
Ferndale
Fillmore
Firebaugh
Fort Jones
Fremont
Farmersville
Fontana
Fountain Valley
Folsom
Fowler
Fresno
Fairfield
Fairfax
Foster City
Fortuna
Fullerton
Galt
Gardena
Guadalupe
Glendora
Garden Grove
Gilroy
Goleta
Glendale
Greenfield
Gonzales
Grover Beach
Gridley
Grand Terrace
Gustine
Grass Valley
Hanford
Hawthorne
Hayward
Hemet
Hercules
Hesperia
Hawaiian Gardens
Hidden Hills
Highland
Hillsborough
Healdsburg
Hermosa Beach
Half Moon Bay
Huntington Beach
Huntington Park
Holtville
Huron
Hollister
Hughson
Industry
Imperial Beach
Imperial
Indio
Indian Wells
Inglewood
Ione
Irvine
Irwindale
Isleton
Jackson
Jurupa Valley
Kerman
King City
Kingsburg
Los Angeles
Los Altos Hills
Los Alamitos
Lancaster
Los Altos
Long Beach
Los Banos
La Canada Flintridge
Lemoore
Lafayette
Laguna Beach
Laguna Niguel
Laguna Hills
Laguna Woods
Los Gatos
La Habra
La Habra Heights
Live Oak
Lake Forest
Lakeport
Larkspur
Lakewood
Lemon Grove
Loma Linda
La Mirada
Loomis
La Mesa
Lomita
Lincoln
Lawndale
Lindsay
Lodi
Lompoc
Loyalton
La Palma
La Puente
La Quinta
Lathrop
Livermore
La Verne
Livingston
Lynwood
Madera
Malibu
Manhattan Beach
McFarland
Montclair
Maricopa
Mendota
Merced
Morgan Hill
Millbrae
Menlo Park
Mill Valley
Mammoth Lakes
Menifee
Monrovia
Montague
Morro Bay
Modesto
Monterey
Monterey Park
Moreno Valley
Milpitas
Moraga
Marina
Moorpark
Murrieta
Mount Shasta
Mission Viejo
Monte Sereno
Montebello
Manteca
Martinez
Marysville
Mountain View
Maywood
Napa
National City
Needles
Nevada City
Newman
Newport Beach
Norco
Norwalk
Novato
Newark
Oakland
Oceanside
Ojai
Oakdale
Oakley
Ontario
Orange
Orange Cove
Orinda
Orland
Oroville
Oxnard
Palo Alto
Parlier
Pasadena
Patterson
Pismo Beach
Piedmont
Palm Desert
Perris
Petaluma
Pacifica
Pacific Grove
Port Hueneme
Pinole
Pittsburg
Placentia
Placerville
Pleasanton
Pleasant Hill
Plymouth
Palmdale
Pomona
Paradise
Paramount
Portola
Pico Rivera
Palm Springs
Paso Robles
Point Arena
Portola Valley
Porterville
Palos Verdes Estates
Poway
Red Bluff
Rancho Cordova
Richmond
Rancho Cucamonga
Rio Dell
Redding
Redlands
Redondo Beach
Redwood City
Reedley
Ridgecrest
Rolling Hills Estates
Rialto
Ripon
Riverside
Rolling Hills
Rancho Mirage
Rohnert Park
Rocklin
Rancho Palos Verdes
Ross
Rancho Santa Margarita
Rosemead
Roseville
Riverbank
Rio Vista
Santa Ana
Sacramento
Salinas
Saratoga
Sausalito
Santa Barbara
San Bernardino
San Bruno
San Carlos
Santa Clara
San Clemente
Santa Cruz
Santa Clarita
Scotts Valley
San Diego
San Dimas
Seaside
Sebastopol
Selma
South El Monte
San Francisco
San Fernando
Santa Fe Springs
San Gabriel
Sanger
South Gate
Shafter
St. Helena
Shasta Lake
Sierra Madre
Signal Hill
Simi Valley
San Joaquin
San Juan Bautista
San Jacinto
San Juan Capistrano
San Jose
Seal Beach
San Anselmo
San Leandro
San Luis Obispo
South Lake Tahoe
Solvang
San Mateo
Santa Monica
San Marcos
Santa Maria
San Marino
Sand City
Santee
Soledad
Solana Beach
Sonoma
Santa Paula
South Pasadena
San Pablo
Sonora
San Rafael
San Ramon
Santa Rosa
South San Francisco
Sutter Creek
Stockton
Stanton
Suisun City
Sunnyvale
Susanville
Taft
Tiburon
Tehama
Thousand Oaks
Tehachapi
Tulelake
Temecula
Temple City
Twentynine Palms
Torrance
Tracy
Truckee
Trinidad
Tulare
Turlock
Tustin
Ukiah
Union City
Upland
Vacaville
Vallejo
Victorville
Ventura
Vernon
Visalia
Villa Park
Vista
Walnut
Wasco
Watsonville
West Covina
Woodland
Wildomar
Woodside
Weed
Wheatland
West Hollywood
Winters
Whittier
Walnut Creek
Woodlake
Westlake Village
Willows
Willits
Westmorland
Williams
Windsor
West Sacramento
Westminster
Waterford
Yorba Linda
Yuba City
Yucaipa
Yountville
Yreka
Yucca Valley
Other
ADA
ADEL
AGRH
ALA
ALB
ALH
ALT
AMA
AMCN
ANA
AND
ANG
ANT
APLV
ARC
ARGD
ART
ARV
ASVJ
ATAS
ATN
ATW
AUB
AVA
AVNL
AZU
BAN
BAU
BBL
BBY
BELL
BEN
BER
BFL
BGDN
BIG
BIS
BKD
BLK
BLTN
BLV
BLY
BMT
BPK
BRB
BRE
BRW
BSBN
BSW
BTWD
BURL
BVHS
BWP
CAL
CALC
CARP
CBD
CDHY
CER
CFX
CHC
CHN
CHNH
CHTS
CHV
CHW
CLA
CLC
CLLK
CLM
CLNG
CLO
CLP
CLU
CLVD
CLX
CMAD
CMB
CML
CMRC
CMRL
CMS
CMSA
CND
CNG
CNLK
COA
COL
COM
COR
CORD
COTI
COV
CPO
CPTL
CRC
CRCN
CRSN
CRTS
CSTA
CTHC
CYP
CYTN
DAPT
DBA
DBLN
DHSP
DLC
DLMR
DLN
DMBR
DMR
DNVL
DNY
DPLS
DRO
DRS
DRT
DVS
DXN
EAST
ECJ
ECN
ECR
ELKG
EMTE
EMV
ENTS
EPAO
ESD
ESEG
ESL
ESN
ETN
EUR
EXR
FBG
FER
FIL
FIR
FJN
FMT
FMVL
FNA
FNV
FOL
FOW
FRE
FRFD
FRFX
FSTC
FTA
FUL
GAL
GAR
GDLP
GDR
GGR
GIL
GLTA
GNDL
GNFD
GNZ
GRC
GRD
GRTR
GUS
GVY
HAN
HAW
HAY
HEM
HER
HES
HGDN
HIDH
HIGH
HIL
HLBG
HMB
HMBY
HNTB
HNTP
HOLT
HRN
HST
HUSN
IDY
IMB
IMP
IND
INDW
ING
ION
IRVN
IRW
IST
JKN
JRPV
KMN
KNC
KNGB
LA
LAH
LALM
LAN
LATS
LBCH
LBNS
LCF
LEM
LFYT
LGNB
LGNG
LGNH
LGNW
LGTS
LHB
LHHS
LIO
LKFR
LKPT
LKSP
LKW
LMGR
LMLN
LMRD
LMS
LMSA
LMTA
LNCN
LNDL
LNSY
LOD
LOM
LOY
LPMA
LPU
LQNT
LTRP
LVMR
LVN
LVTN
LYN
MAD
MAL
MANB
MCF
MCL
MCP
MDA
MER
MGH
MLBR
MLP
MLV
MMLK
MNFE
MNRO
MNTG
MOBY
MOD
MON
MONP
MORV
MPS
MRGA
MRNA
MRPK
MRTA
MSHA
MSNV
MSO
MTBL
MTCA
MTZ
MVL
MVW
MYD
NAP
NATC
NED
NEVC
NEWM
NPTB
NRCO
NRW
NVTO
NWK
OAK
OCN
OJI
OKDL
OKLY
ONT
ORA
ORCV
ORIN
ORL
OVL
OXN
PA
PAR
PAS
PAT
PBCH
PDMT
PDST
PER
PET
PFA
PGR
PHME
PIN
PIT
PLCN
PLCR
PLE
PLHL
PLY
PMDL
POM
PRDS
PRM
PRTL
PRV
PSP
PSRS
PTA
PTLV
PTRV
PVE
PWY
RBL
RCDV
RCH
RCUC
RDEL
RDG
RDL
RDOB
RDWC
REED
RGCR
RHE
RIA
RIP
RIV
RLH
RMIR
RNPK
ROC
ROPV
ROS
RSM
RSMD
RSV
RVBK
RVS
SA
SAC
SAL
SAR
SAUS
SB
SBD
SBR
SCAR
SCL
SCLE
SCR
SCTA
SCTV
SD
SDMS
SEA
SEB
SEL
SEMT
SF
SFR
SFSP
SGB
SGR
SGT
SHF
SHLA
SHLK
SIEM
SIGH
SIMV
SJ
SJB
SJC
SJCP
SJS
SLB
SLMO
SLN
SLO
SLTO
SLVG
SM
SMCA
SMCS
SMRA
SMRO
SNDC
SNT
SOL
SOLB
SON
SPA
SPAS
SPB
SRA
SRF
SRMN
SRO
SSF
STCK
STKN
STT
SUIS
SUNV
SUSV
TAF
TBRN
TEH
THOK
THPI
TLK
TMCA
TMPC
TNP
TOR
TRA
TRK
TRND
TUL
TUR
TUS
UKI
UNC
UPL
VAC
VAL
VCTV
VEN
VER
VIS
VLPK
VSTA
WAL
WAS
WAT
WCOV
WD
WDMR
WDS
WEED
WHT
WHWD
WIN
WIT
WLC
WLK
WLKV
WLOS
WLTS
WMD
WMS
WNSR
WSAC
WTM
WTRF
YBLN
YC
YCPA
YNTV
YRE
YUCV
1
No
Yes
No
attached24
attached25
attached26
attached27
attached28
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
10
attached40
N
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Active Santa Maria Safe Routes to School Corridor Improvements
In Santa Maria on Fesler St from Blosser Rd to Bradley Rd, on Bradley Rd from Fesler St to Stowell Road, Jones St from College Ave to Suey Rd
Santa Maria, City of
Santa Maria, City of
Santa Maria, City of
Santa Maria, City of
35
19
24
Active Transportation
ADA Improvements
Pavement(lane-miles)
Feet
Each
Feet
No
Yes
No
Yes
Yes
Sidewalk miles
New curb ramp installed
Local road - rehabilitated
Active Santa Maria Safe Routes to School Corridor Improvements
5
Santa Barbara
22/23
23/24
24/25
25/26
26/27
27/28+
22/23
23/24
24/25
25/26
26/27
27/28+
22/23
23/24
24/25
25/26
26/27
27/28+
22/23
23/24
24/25
25/26
26/27
27/28+
22/23
23/24
24/25
25/26
26/27
27/28+
Active Santa Maria Safe Routes to School Corridor Improvements
5
Santa Barbara
22/23
23/24
24/25
25/26
26/27
27/28+
Santa Maria, City of
22/23
23/24
24/25
25/26
26/27
27/28+
22/23
23/24
24/25
25/26
26/27
27/28+
22/23
23/24
24/25
25/26
26/27
27/28+
22/23
23/24
24/25
25/26
26/27
27/28+
22/23
23/24
24/25
25/26
26/27
27/28+
No
No
No
Yes
attached7
No
Yes
Alvin Elementary
El Camino Junior High
Bruce Elementary
Fairlawn Elementary
Fesler Junior High
Alvin Elementary
El Camino Junior High
Bruce Elementary
Fairlawn Elementary
Fesler Junior High
No Response
Test
Yes
B1 DAC Map.pdf
attached23
Free or Reduced Priced School Meals
Alvin Elementary
El Camino Junior High
Bruce Elementary
Fairlawn Elementary
Fesler Junior High
18
This project provides connections to five local elementary and junior high schools, Allan Hancock College, and other important community destinations like commercial centers and high-density residential developments dependent on active transportation by closing gaps in existing routes and creating new active transportation routes. This project includes improvements along three main corridors of Fesler Street, Bradley Road, and Jones Street; it also improves minor connections on Mary Drive, Curryer Street, Pine Street, and Vine Street.This project represents an opportunity to provide an east-west corridor near the downtown core of Santa Maria for all users, but particularly for students that must walk or bike to school. The project focuses on Fesler Street as it spans across several elementary and junior high school boundaries. Along Fesler Street, all curb ramps that are not compliant with current the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) will be removed and replaced. The proposed road diet, and crosswalk enhancements on Fesler Street between Depot Street and State Route 135 (Broadway) improves existing, but inadequately marked crosswalks across uncontrolled intersections. The road diet is intended to reduce vehicular speeds and make the roadway a more complete street for all users by adding buffered Class II bike lanes, high-visibility crosswalks, as well as rectangular rapid-flashing beacons (RRFBs) at the crosswalks across Fesler Street. This proposed project will create connections to the identified schools, as well as both Veteran's Hall and Memorial Park and Chapel Plaza projects, which are undergoing renovations to create outdoor gathering plazas. Additionally, three new crossings on Railroad Avenue are proposed. Implementing RRFBs and pedestrian refuge islands creates safer crossings for vulnerable users across this secondary arterial.The proposed project also connects to the existing Class II facility on Bradley Road that terminates at Stowell Road, completing a north-south route near the US 101. This provides a non-motorized route for the northern half of the City to the southern half of the City. The proposed multi-purpose trail from College Drive to Suey Road adjacent to Jones Street would provide an off-street facility for both recreational use and commuting to Allan Hancock College or the Marian Medical Center. This closes a gap created by the US 101, as Jones Street passes underneath the US 101 and is one of two grade separate crossings of the US 101. As Santa Maria continues to densify in the downtown core, the City anticipates a lack of on-street parking and the active infrastructure will need to provide connectivity to amenities, schools, and jobs for those without cars. This disadvantaged community may rely on bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure.Displacement is not a concern for the community as a result of this project because Santa Maria does not have high earning, highly skilled jobs consistent with urban areas that would result in the displacement of the residents adjacent to this project. Santa Maria continues to be an agrarian community, dependent on the local farming industry.
The project is located fully within a disadvantaged community: enrollment areas for the five public schools that benefit most from this project include all three project corridors. All five schools are severely disadvantaged, with 85-94% of students eligible for free or reduced-price meals. Some additional information regarding the demographics of the population adjacent to this proposed infrastructure:Tract 23.04 has an HPI Score (3.0) of 8.4 percentile, with a Transportation Score of 39.7. It has an overall CalEnviroScreen 4.0 Percentile of 70. Tract 23.04 has a median income of $58,125Tract 22.06 has an HPI Score (3.0) of 16.0 percentile, with a Transportation Score of 27.6. It has an overall CalEnviroScreen 4.0 Percentile of 58. Tract 22.06 has a median income of $45,579Tract 21.01 has an HPI Score (3.0) of 21.01 percentile, with a Transportation Score of 54.0. It has an overall CalEnviroScreen 4.0 Percentile of 67. Tract 21.01 has a median income of $64,659.Tract 21.02 has an HPI Score (3.0) of 39.6 percentile, with a Transportation Score of 38.8. It has an overall CalEnviroScreen 4.0 Percentile of 61. Tract 21.02 has a median income of $74,083.This means the project is directly accessible to residents of a disadvantaged area. The surrounding land uses are mainly residential, and the project proposes to create connections to the commercial areas and community plazas of downtown Santa Maria and the shopping areas located adjacent to the US 101. It is anticipated that pedestrians and bicyclists would use nearby local roadways to travel to this proposed project. Fesler Street is within several of the identified Safe Routes to School for the nearby schools in Santa Maria, and students are expected to cross Fesler Street on a daily basis if commuting to school on-foot or rolling. Fesler Street is a collector roadway, connecting surrounding residential neighborhoods to the primary arterial State Route 135 (Broadway) that bisects the City, as well as the secondary arterials of Blosser Road, Depot Street, Miller Street, and College Drive. For disadvantaged community residents that are not adjacent to the proposed project, the proposed project fills gaps in the bicycle network for east-west travel. The existing network is incomplete and collector or secondary arterial streets that run parallel to Fesler Street do not have adequate bicycle facilities. Fesler Street is one of few streets that is contiguous from Blosser Road at the westerly City Limits to US 101. The project provides cross-town connections that will make it easier for students to walk or bicycle to school, providing a direct benefit to disadvantaged families at the five project area schools.
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The proposed project includes several high-priority bicycle and pedestrian projects identified in the Santa Maria Active Transportation Plan, which involved extensive outreach to the disadvantaged community. In a survey conducted for the Active Transportation Plan, parents whose children do not currently walk or bicycle to school reported the safety of intersections and crossings as a common concern. Improving bicycle and pedestrian safety near schools was also identified as a priority by the community. Many of the crossing improvements in this project were specifically requested by the community through a mapping tool created to gather community input for the Santa Maria Active Transportation Plan.Based on this input from the community, the City of Santa Maria carried forward recommendations from past plans and the Santa Barbara County Regional Transportation Plan and Regional Active Transportation Plan. Project prioritization emphasized safety and comfortable connections to destinations like Santa Maria schools. Fesler Street and Jones Street were both identified as high-priority projects in the plan and were paired with gap closure projects on Bradley Road to create a cohesive package for this funding application that meets the needs expressed by the disadvantaged community.The Santa Maria Local Road Safety Plan, adopted April 19, 2022, included community surveys and the results show 47% of users avoid walking and 43% avoid biking in the community due to safety concerns. Only 23% of respondents’ children walk or bike to school, and only 30% receive roadway education. With this in mind, the respondents also voiced strong support for bike lanes, sidewalks, and protected crosswalks (approximately 60%, 58%, and 55% respectively). These were opposed by only 5%, 2%, and 4% of respondents respectively. The community response has shown a concern for safety, for themselves and their children, and a strong support for improved active transportation facilities in their community.
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This project will increase walking and bicycling, improve mobility for project area residents, and address local public health concerns related to student fitness and physical activity.Each intersection along the proposed project will have ADA-compliant curb ramps. Walking routes along the project will receive improved high-visibility crosswalks and signage to accompany the new curb ramps. Crosswalks across the segment of Fesler Street with a proposed road diet (between Depot Street and State Route 135 (Broadway)) will be improved with curb extensions and RRFBs in addition to the previously mentioned improvements. Fesler Street was identified as a critical corridor to close several gaps in the city-wide network of bicycle infrastructure as Santa Maria has continued to implement road diets and install painted bike lanes when performing roadway maintenance projects. Many of the existing and recently improved bicycle routes and paths have not provided connectivity to the Downtown area of the City and the adjacent schools. Several of the newly renovated plazas (Veteran’s Memorial Plaza and Park, and Chapel Plaza) are located on the Pine Street spur of this project. Creating pedestrian and bicycle routes to these locations is critical for the inclusion of the disadvantaged areas of Santa Maria for participation in community events such as Downtown Fridays, Wednesday Farmer’s Market, Cruisn’ Nationals (West Coast Kustoms Cruise), Elks Rodeo Parade, and the Rotary Holiday Parade among many other events.This project will improve active transportation connectivity in the Santa Maria community by providing bicycling and walking connections that serve key destinations. Connections are improved to five local public schools (Fairview Elementary, El Camino Junior High, Bruce Elementary, Alvin Elementary, and Fesler Junior High), five city parks (Veteran's Hall and Memorial Park, Chapel Plaza, Armstrong Park, Alice Trefts Park, and Simas Park), Downtown (Town Center East and West, City Hall, and Library), Allan Hancock College, Paul Nelson Aquatic Center, Abel Maldonado Community Youth Center, Elwin Mussell Senior Center, Santa Maria Regional Transit Center, Marian Regional Medical Center,  and commercial areas along Bradley Road south of Stowell Road. These destinations are important for the community as they provide opportunity for residents to seek education, recreation, participation in local elections, and provide patronage to local businesses. This is consistent with the City's goals and visions to revitalize the City Downtown area that has been bisected by State Routes 135 and 166. The City has not been able to implement the vision of the adopted Downtown Multimodal Streetscape Plan, as vehicular operation and delay has been prioritized over the City's desire to have a more walkable Downtown. Many local neighborhood streets in Santa Maria are comfortable for people walking and bicycling, but the community is divided by higher-stress arterial roads, State Routes 135 (Broadway) and 166 (Main Street), and Highway 101 that are challenging for people to walk or bicycle along or across. This project addresses this challenge by providing three cross-town routes that offer parallel alternatives to high-stress corridors and support safe and comfortable crossings of high-stress corridors. This targeted investment allows people walking and bicycling to safely and comfortably travel to the neighborhood of their school or destination, where they can then use quiet neighborhood streets for the final few blocks of their journey.This project will also address a lack of mobility in the project area due to low access to vehicles within the disadvantaged project area. Residents of census tracts in the project area have less access to vehicles than Santa Maria residents and Californians overall. 11.2% of project area households have no access to a vehicle, compared to 5.6% citywide and 7.0% statewide. (see Attachment K). Implementation of this project will support walking and bicycling as viable modes of transportation to safely and comfortably reach daily destinations, including the Santa Maria Regional Transit Center. This will improve mobility for project area residents by reducing dependency on automobiles for travel within the community.This project will also address local public health concerns related to physical fitness and activity levels of students. California Physical Fitness Test data for the five project area schools is provided in Attachment K. At Fairlawn Elementary School, just over one-third of 5th grade students are within the Healthy Fitness Zone for aerobic capacity, compared to 60% of students statewide. Nearly 30% of Fairlawn students are considered at Health Risk for body composition, compared to about 22% statewide. El Camino Junior High and Fesler Junior High students also have high rates of Health Risk for aerobic capacity, at 22% and 16% respectively. Statewide, about 10% of 7th graders are at Health Risk for aerobic capacity. Because this project focuses improvements on SRTS corridors that create active transportation connections to these local schools, it is likely to increase physical activity among these at-risk students. This increase in physical activity as more students are able to walk or bicycle to school will address this local public health concern.
Safety
This project creates new routes and closes gaps in an existing route to encourage active transportation in Santa Maria. The community desired active transportation routes to important areas in Downtown Santa Maria and the City schools identified in this application. The main arterial routes of Broadway (SR-135) and Main Street (SR-166) are not viable routes for these active transportation facilities because of their impact on vehicular operations on these State Highways. The City pursued cycle tracks, bulbouts, road diets, and improved pedestrian infrastructure to create a more human-scale environment in the City of Santa Maria Downtown Multimodal Streetscape Plan, but has not been successful in modifying these existing arterial roadways that bisect the City of Santa Maria. As a result, the Fesler and Bradley Corridors were targeted for these improvements due to their proximity to the Downtown area, wide roadways that could be modified for active transportation, as well as connections to City schools. Every intersection within the project scope has been analyzed to determine if it the curb ramps are ADA compliant, and non-compliant curb ramps have been identified for removal and replacement. Each intersection has been improved with high-visibility crosswalks Class II bicycle lanes and Class III bicycle route segments on Fesler Street create a new route for bicyclists, offering a low-stress parallel alternative to busy Main Street (SR 166) two blocks south. Several pedestrian crossing locations are proposed to be improved or created to close gaps through the construction of pedestrian refuge islands and RRFBs. This includes sections on Railroad Avenue and Fesler Street where vehicular speeds and the roadway width have created barriers to pedestrians. These are particularly important in the Downtown area and near elementary and junior high schools as the school district has reduced the availability of busing students. This new route spans almost the entire city east-to-west, from Blosser Road to Bradley Road, and supports connectivity to multiple important community destinations that are accessible within a few blocks of Fesler Street on quiet neighborhood streets. These destinations include Fairlawn Elementary School, Bruce Elementary School, Alvin Elementary School, El Camino Junior High, Fesler Junior High School, Veteran’s Memorial Hall and Plaza, Chapel Plaza, Armstrong Park, high-density low-income housing, and businesses along Main Street including the Santa Maria Town Center mall complex.Building on the connectivity created by the Fesler corridor, several "spurs" are added to create low stress connections to the destinations of interest through the installation of Class III Bicycle Routes, high-visibility crosswalks at all intersections, and updated curb ramps where non-compliant ramps exist. RRFBs and pedestrian refuge islands have been proposed across the higher vehicular speed and volume roadways.A new Class I shared use path along Jones Street from College Drive to Suey Road creates a new route for people walking and bicycling. At the west end, an improved crossing will connect the new path to an existing Class I path that extends to Miller Street and into the Downtown/Civic Center area. To the east, the new path provides a low-stress connection across Highway 101 along the existing Jones Street undercrossing, linking residential neighborhoods on each side of the highway to important community destinations on the opposite side. Destinations served by this new route include Joe White Park, Alice Trefts Park, Simas Park, Abel Maldonado Community Youth Center, Paul Nelson Aquatic Center, Miller Elementary School, Allan Hancock College, the Elwin Mussell Senior Center, and the Santa Maria Intermodal Transit Facility.On Bradley Road, this project would close a gap in existing Class II bicycle lanes from Jones Street to Stowell Road. There is an existing Class II facility on Bradley Road from Main Street to Jones Street. The segment between Jones Street and Stowell Road includes one short Class III segment where insufficient right of way exists to provide Class II to close this gap. The gap between the intersections of Fesler Street with Bradley Road and Chapel Street at the end of the new Fesler Street bikeway will be closed with a new Class IV protected bikeway on Bradley Road from Fesler Street to Chapel Street. 
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Because the Fesler Street bikeway in this project represents a parallel alternative route to Main Street, the TIMS ATP tool summary for Main Street collisions for the same period is provided as an attachment below to demonstrate the safety hazard presented by Main Street and the need for a safe, low-stress alternative route. As indicated in the narrative for Question 2B.a., Main Street and Broadway are not viable routes due to Caltrans vehicle operational requirements.
B3 TIMS_ATP_Santa Barbara_Santa Maria_2022_04_18_MainStreet.pdf
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This project represents a priority for the City of Santa Maria and for the community engaged in project outreach due to the collision history and perceived safety challenges in the project area, especially for students traveling to school. Additionally, the community desired active transportation routes to important areas in Downtown Santa Maria and the City schools identified in this application. The main arterial routes of Broadway (SR-135) and Main Street (SR-166), which are the main areas identified in the collision summaries/data, are not viable routes for these active transportation facilities because of their impact on vehicular operations on these State Highways. The City pursued many improvements to the existing infrastructure on Broadway (SR-135) and Main Street (SR-166) through the construction of infrastructure such as cycle tracks, bulbouts, road diets, and  similar pedestrian infrastructure to create a more human-scale environment through the City of Santa Maria Downtown Multimodal Streetscape Plan, but the City of Santa Maria has not been successful in modifying these existing arterial roadways. The Broadway and Main Street corridors are focused on vehicular and semi-truck focused arterials that bisect the City of Santa Maria and create barriers to active transportation for all users. As a result, the Fesler Street and Bradley Road Corridors were targeted for active transportation improvements due to their proximity to the Downtown area, their wide roadways that could be modified for active transportation, as well as connections to City schools. From 2015 to 2019, there were 18 bicycle collisions and 13 pedestrian collisions along the three project corridors. This represents 12.3% of all bicycle collisions and 7.3% of all pedestrian collisions in Santa Maria during the same period—a significant percentage to occur on this corridor and relevant spurs. The crossing improvements proposed have a high benefit to cost ratio, as rectangular rapid-flashing beacons (RRFBs), road diets and high-visibility crosswalks are low-cost improvements that could greatly improve pedestrian safety through higher driver awareness and yielding rates. Additionally, all curb ramps in the project limits have been reviewed for compliance with ADA and non-compliant ramps or areas without curb ramps have been identified for new curb ramps.  Bicycle collisions on Bradley Road occurred near Main Street and near Stowell Road, where Class II facilities end and bicyclists must transition to sharing space with cars or riding on the sidewalk, both of which increase the potential for conflicts. Additionally, bicyclists in Santa Maria are dissuaded from riding on the sidewalk as it is illegal to do so as identified in the Santa Maria Municipal Code. Some riders choose to ride on the sidewalk in spite of this ordinance due to their concern for their own safety. This project closes this gap in bicycle and pedestrian facilities, creating consistency along the corridor that will reduce potential for collisions by providing a clear, predictable path of travel for people on bicycles and in crosswalks. While Jones Street does not have a history of many bicycle and pedestrian collisions, this may be due to a lack of active transportation along the corridor today as there are several locations of interest that could accommodate active transportation users if the infrastructure was available. The Elwin Mussell Senior Center and Alice Trefts Park are located just one block from the proposed terminus of the Jones Street trail. This trail would provide connectivity for transit users from the Santa Maria Regional Transit Center, as well as students from Allan Hancock College and residents on the east side of Highway 101. Jones Street lacks bicycle facilities and has sidewalk only on the north side. East of Highway 101, Jones Street is a higher-speed rural roadway that may be very stressful for people walking or bicycling, as the roadway does not have many access points. Providing a Class I shared use path along Jones Street will encourage active transportation along the corridor for users of all ages, leading to increased walking and bicycling once there is a comfortable facility to areas of interest. Jones Street presents an opportunity to create a low-stress, low-conflict route along a dirt path already utilized by several members of the community that provides utility through connectivity between residential and job centers, and recreation through a quiet and vehicle free route. The improvements may increase usability for persons with disabilities and older adults as it would create a trip-free, solid surface for their travels. Future active transportation network improvements can tie into this infrastructure through an annexation east of the US 101, or conversion of flood control maintenance roads to off-roadway multi-purpose trails. By moving bicyclists and recreational walkers/joggers off of vehicular roadways, we can reduce conflict areas and improve active transportation connectivity to areas of interest in Santa Maria.
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This project will remedy four potential safety hazards, as described below. For information on countermeasures, see Attachment K. Though not a part of this project, AB 43 will be utilized on these roadway segments, as well as other high-speed corridors of the City to implement a lower speed limit in targeted areas of the City of Santa Maria. Some of the roadway segments in this project have higher than prima facie speed limits, and will be re-evaluated in light of the new legislature and this project if awarded. Particularly, there are segments on Fesler Street that have a 30 MPH speed limit, which will be investigated and the speed limit is sought to be reduced to 25 MPH, if not further.REDUCE SPEED OR VOLUME OF MOTOR VEHICLESTraffic calming through horizontal constraint and deflection is implemented as much as possible, while accommodating emergency service response times. Raised crosswalks, speed humps, or other vertical deflection traffic calming devices have been identified as infeasible on these routes in coordination with the Santa Maria Fire Department and Police Department. Pedestrian refuge islands have been included where turning radii allow for large fire engines to proceed safely. Speed reduction has been identified as a community concern and has been addressed to the greatest extent possible in the circumstances of this project.Fesler Street between Depot Street and Broadway (SR-135) is proposed to receive a road diet. This would modify the vehicular lanes from two-lanes in each direction, to a single lane in each direction, with a two-way left turn lane. The through lanes are also proposed to be reduced from 12’ to 10’ lanes, which allows for buffered Class II bicycle lanes on this segment. Using parked vehicles as a buffer between bicycle lanes was considered, however, due to the number of driveways and need for on-street parking on this roadway segment, a buffered Class II facility was selected. The community engagement performed indicated a need to be sensitive to reductions in on-street parking, as housing density increased through the addition of Accessory Dwelling Units (ADUs) and the need for the City of Santa Maria to meet Regional Housing Needs Assessment (RHNA) projections. Reducing the vehicular lanes and lane width should reduce vehicular speeds for this roadway segment and provide a lower-stress riding environment for all users. Current speed limit is 30 mph, and is anticipated to be reduced to 25 mph through this reduction in vehicle lanes and lane width.Fesler Street between Broadway and Miller StreetVehicular lane widths reduced to 10', while adding Class II and Class IV facilities on this roadway segment improves non-motorized connectivity and may reduce vehicle speeds. Off-curb parking between Broadway and McClelland also reduces the possibility of vehicular sideswipes for bicyclists and improves the bicycle rider experience in this area. A speed limit on this roadway has not been established, but is anticipated to be approximately 30 mph due to the low vehicular volume and wide roadway width. The speed limit on this segment is anticipated to be 25 mph following the reduction in vehicle lanes and lane width.Bradley Road between Fesler Street and Chapel StreetRemoving on-street parking in this area for a Class IV facility serves to reduce vehicular lane widths and provide a lower stress facility for bicyclists on this roadway segment. This roadway segment does not have an established speed limit and is not identified as a residential district as defined by the California Vehicle Code to establish a prima facie speed limit of 25 mph. The reduction in vehicular lane width would support the establishment of a 25 mph speed limit.Bradley Road between Main Street and Jones StreetThis segment of Bradley Road has an existing southbound bicycle lane, but does not have a northbound bicycle lane. It also has on-street parking and two southbound vehicular lanes. The vehicular volumes do not require two lanes in this segment and removing one to create a Class IV facility for northbound bicyclists improves connectivity for those riders, while narrowing the vehicular lane number and width. This may serve to reduce speeds on this segment.Bradley Road between Jones Street and Stowell RoadBicycle facilities do not currently exist on this roadway segment. By adding bicycle lanes, and buffered areas where geometrically possible, the project aims to reduce vehicular speeds with reduced lane widths. This roadway segment has an established speed limit of 30 mph. Through the vehicular lane reduction, in addition to the existing alignment shifts that require sensitivity to vehicular turning maneuvers, it is anticipated that a speed limit of 25 mph can be achieved.b. Improves sight distance and visibility between motorized and non-motorized users? Discuss current sight distance and/or visibility issue(s) and anticipated issue resolution.IMPROVE SIGHT DISTANCE AND VISIBILITYImproving crosswalks at intersections along the project corridors will increase visibility of these crossings and encourage driver yielding. Crosswalk markings both alert drivers that pedestrians may be crossing at that location and encourage pedestrians to cross at desired locations. To further improve yielding rates, all crosswalks are proposed to have high-visibility continental crosswalks. The following locations are proposed to receive a rectangular rapid-flashing beacon (RRFB):1. Fesler Street at Railroad Avenue2. Fesler Street at Depot Street3. Mary Drive Mid-block, adjacent to Fairlawn Elementary4. Railroad Avenue at El Camino Street5. Alvin Avenue at Curryer Street6. Alvin Avenue at Vine Street7. Fesler Street at Smith Street8. Fesler Street at Curryer Street10. College Drive at Fesler11. College Drive at Jones Street Class I Multi-Purpose TrailRRFBs provide significant visibility and safety benefits for both mid-block crossings and uncontrolled roadway intersections. RRFBs have been associated with an increase in driver yielding rates from 2% pre-installation to 35% post-installation, and as high as 54-85% when the RRFB is activated.At the following intersections, a pedestrian refuge island is proposed:1. Fesler Street at Railroad Avenue2. Fesler Street at Depot Street3. Alvin Street at Curryer Street4. College Drive at Jones Street Class I Multi-Purpose TrailPedestrian refuge islands provide improved visibility for and of pedestrians in crosswalks, improving yielding rates of drivers. Additionally, refuge islands may provide a traffic calming effect, by reducing the drivable area for vehicles. According to Safe Transportation for Every Pedestrian (STEP), pedestrian refuge islands can reduce pedestrian crashes by 32%.ELIMINATE POTENTIAL CONFLICTSThis project reduces the potential for conflicts between drivers and active transportation users by providing new bicycle facilities and improved crossing locations for pedestrians. Providing new bicycle lanes on Fesler Street and Bradley Road, a new Class IV separated bikeway on Bradley Road, and a new Class I shared use path on Jones Street will reduce the potential for conflicts by providing physical separation between bicyclists and vehicles. Bicycle lanes have been associated with a 51% decrease in injuries to bicyclists, and Class IV bikeways (called ‘cycle tracks’ in some studies) have been associated with an 89-95% decrease in injury risk. Class I paths have been associated with an 86-88% decrease in injury risk compared to riding on the street. The previously discussed pedestrian refuge islands provide raised concrete curbs, signage, and RRFBs for improved driver awareness. The raised concrete curbs provide improved safety for pedestrians as it reduces crossing distances that need to be negotiated, but also may prevent crashes.INADEQUATE BICYCLE FACILITIES, TRAILS, and CROSSWALKSBicycle facilities on all project corridors are currently inadequate for existing and future uses. Fesler Street and Jones Street lack bicycle facilities entirely, forcing bicyclists to ride in vehicle lanes or illegally on the sidewalk, while Bradley Road has a gap in facilities that creates safety challenges and an inconsistent experience for bicyclists. This project addresses this inadequacy by providing continuous bicycle facilities along all three corridors. This project addresses inadequate existing crosswalks with new accessible curb ramps at all intersections where they are not in compliance with current ADA. Additionally, all marked crosswalks are proposed to use a high-visibility continental design, as opposed to a basic standard transverse line design. High-visibility crosswalks, such as a continental design improve driver yield rates by a statistically significant margin, as identified in the Pedestrian and Bicycle Information Center white paper titled “An Overview and Recommendations of High-Visibility Crosswalk Marking Styles” as well as the Federal Highway Administration Safe Transportation for Every Pedestrian (STEP) program.Many of the crosswalks in this project address crossings that currently lack ramps, or have inadequate ramps that do not meet ADA and Proposed Public Rights of Way Accessibility Guidelines (PROWAG). Where these current inadequacies exist, they create a barrier to mobility for pedestrians with visual and mobility impairments as well as those pushing strollers or require the use of a wheelchair. In many cases, these pedestrians are then forced to either detour out of their way to use a driveway or other available ramp to access the roadway, or must travel in the roadway which places them at risk for conflict with motorized vehicles.
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These project corridors and the design of the projects were developed through an in-depth community engagement process for a citywide Active Transportation Plan. This technical planning process included multiple rounds of engagement to identify and prioritize projects that balanced the needs of active transportation users today and in the future, while considering tradeoffs such as parking and vehicle operations. The Santa Maria community is sensitive to the removal of on-street parking, especially with the rapid increase of accessory dwelling unit (ADU) construction seen in the city. As our community continues to densify, on-street parking availability has become identified as an area of concern for new land development as well as roadway design or repurposing. Bicycle and pedestrian projects recommended in previous planning efforts were reviewed by the project team and the community to ensure they were still appropriate, and some projects were revised or removed based on community input and technical analysis.Alternatives for each project were evaluated with the community to balance safety and comfort for people walking and bicycling, available right of way, connectivity to important destinations, and improvements needed for safety. In some locations, compromises were presented to the community for consideration—to avoid impacts to vehicle lanes or parking that may have created backlash against the project in the community (transitioning Class II bicycle lanes to a Class III bicycle route where maintaining a bicycle lane would require significant parking removal, or removing a vehicle lane). In other cases, recommendations from prior plans were upgraded (from bicycle lanes to buffered bicycle lanes or Class IV separated bikeways) to maximize the benefit for active transportation users. This pragmatic approach ensures implementation of active transportation facilities is less likely to be opposed by the broader community.Moving forward, additional active transportation facilities will be added to the network as roadway maintenance projects allow for repurposing of vehicular lanes, narrowing of vehicular lanes, and improving crossing markings and signage. Santa Maria has become more progressive with bicycle infrastructure and imposing more restrictive requirements on vehicular infrastructure. To provide for new and future users, the Public Works Department, Engineering Division, has identified areas where narrower vehicular lanes can be utilized to create more complete streets. This project is integral to the Santa Maria active transportation network as it is an uninterrupted active transportation corridor. Removing gaps in the active transportation corridor helps identify active transportation users as “belonging” on the roadways that are shared by vehicular users. As future projects are proposed, the projects will build on the connections created by this project, and the City does not have the financial capacity to implement these important connections without the initial capital investment provided by this grant opportunity.
This project was identified and prioritized by the community through the engagement process for the Santa Maria Active Transportation Plan. A Stakeholder Advisory Group guided development of the plan, recommended project list, and prioritization method. Advisory group members included representatives from local and regional bicycle advocacy organizations (SBBIKE and COAST), community organizations such as the YMCA and Boys & Girls Club, the local school districts (Santa Maria-Bonita School District and Santa Maria Joint Union High School District), Allan Hancock College, healthcare organizations, and City departments and commissions.Community surveys were distributed online as well as at community engagement events (Santa Maria Open Streets, Elks Rodeo, Cruisn’ Nationals/West Coast Kustoms Cruise, Cruisn’ For Life, etc.) to gather input on desired improvements and priorities for bicycling and walking, as well as to identify perceived safety issues and resolutions community members felt were important. The surveys were available in both English and Spanish, and the majority of responses were received in Spanish, which is consistent with the demographics of Santa Maria. Community engagement events were held throughout development of both the Active Transportation Plan and the Local Roadway Safety Plan, including during information gathering phases at the beginning of the planning process as well as near the end of the process to review draft recommended project lists.Community engagement activities also included “pop-up outreach” at existing community events or gathering places, to reach people who may not be likely to participate in a traditional planning workshop. Pop-up locations for the Active Transportaion Plan included a food pantry and other locations selected to ensure engagement with disadvantaged community members, including low-income Spanish-speakers. For both the Local Roadway Safety Plan and the Active Transportation Plan, local groups focused on health and outreach to Spanish-speaking communities partnered with the plan development teams to solicit input from their existing networks in Latinx and Mixteca communities in Santa Maria. Results of this partnership and community engagement are reflected in the large volume of Spanish-language responses received to the community survey.The three corridors included in this application for funding were identified in the Santa Maria Active Transportation Plan by the community, and both Fesler Street and Jones Street were identified as top priorities by the community. Bradley Road and the other spurs to nearby community destinations, while prioritized slightly below some other corridors in the plan, were added to this application to create a logical connection between the other two corridors and the areas of community interest. The improvements identified are consistent with the input received for the Local Roadway Safety Plan. The outreach documentation attached below is the Community Engagement chapter from the Santa Maria Active Transportation plan and the Local Roadway Safety Plan, which describes the activities conducted and summarizes the feedback received.Through implementation of this project, stakeholders will continue to be engaged in review of designs and in development of the appropriate environmental document as the project proceeds through PA&ED and PS&E.
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New bikeways and improved crossings represent the best solutions to address the community need for safe and convenient active transportation connections in Santa Maria. Traffic calming through horizontal constraint and deflection is implemented as much as possible, while accommodating emergency service response times. Raised crosswalks, speed humps, or other vertical deflection traffic calming devices have been identified as infeasible on these routes. On Fesler Street, buffered Class II bicycle lanes are the community’s preferred solution to provide on-street bikeways on residential streets where on-street parking and frequent driveways make Class IV bikeways infeasible. Maintaining access to private driveways, as well as on-street parking is essential to the success of any roadway project within the City of Santa Maria. Fesler Street, where these buffered bicycle lanes are proposed, is a high stress roadway (LTS 4, as identified in the Santa Maria Active Transportation Plan). Buffered bicycle lanes provide dedicated space for bicyclists without compromising residential access and buffering the bicycle lanes creates a more comfortable experience for non-motorized users. This also provides the opportunity to narrow vehicular lane widths where possible, which may reduce adjacent vehicular speeds and improve bicyclist comfort by creating additional space between bicyclists and vehicles. Where there is not enough right of way to provide bicycle lanes without removing on-street parking, which would likely generate significant opposition from residents on the corridor, a Class III bicycle route is proposed. Class III bicycle routes are a best practice on low-speed and low-volume residential streets where proposed to support bicycling without creating negative opinions about the project from neighbors. These bicycle routes are marked and signed to improve driver awareness of the active users, while informing active users of preferred routes for their use. These Class III Routes are not proposed on segments that have vehicular speeds or volumes that would make their use unsafe or stressful. On Bradley Road, a Class IV separated bikeway is proposed for one segment of the corridor where a lack of driveways or other conflicts makes a protected bicycle facility feasible. In other locations, Class II buffered bicycle lanes are recommended to provide continuity in existing disconnected segments. Like Fesler Street, a Class III bicycle route is proposed for a short segment where constraints would otherwise require removing a vehicle lane. Based on community input, current traffic volumes, and need for vehicle storage at signalized intersections, removing a lane was determined not to be the best option at this time. Instead, a flexible approach combining Class II and Class III facilities balances user comfort with corridor contexts.On Jones Street, where sufficient right of way exists and the more rural character of the road east of Highway 101 makes it less comfortable for on-street bicycling, a Class I shared use path is proposed as the best solution for the context. This provides a high level of comfort for users.
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Edge lane roads, or advisory bike lanes, were considered in the residential areas of Santa Maria where standard bicycle lanes cannot be accommodated. Due to recent controversy as seen in Mira Mesa regarding the public outreach and outcry regarding their implementation of this type of roadway striping, more public engagement was determined to be necessary prior to implementation. Many public outreach and public hearing opportunities, as well as an educational campaign may be necessary prior to implementation of edge lane roads. More information/guidelines in the CAMUTCD or other guidance documents for edge lane roads would also be appreciated.Class IV Bikeways are relatively new for the City of Santa Maria, with the first implementation occurring on Blosser Road, through the construction of a Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP) project between Atlantic Place and Taylor Street that was opened in 2021. The City has received very positive remarks regarding Class IV infrastructure and many residents have requested implementation in other areas of the City.
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